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  [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* USA: _Judge Reverses Ruling, Frees Former Disney Exec_
* New Zealand: _Censorship decision 'sensible'_
* Canada: _McLellan Rolls The Dice_
* UK: _Re-think crackdown, ministers urged_
* UK: _Radio station fined for paedophile remark_
* UK: _Ministers pull the plug on communal showers_
* USA: _A quarter of teen girls have sex before age 16_
* Australia: _Students admit same sex attraction_
* Scotland: _Out of sight pupils are learning to daydream_
* Australia: _Code takes bite out of porn legislation, critics claim_
Security: _Security Hole Found in Norton Antivirus 2000_
Security: _Yet Another IE security hole found_
New e-mail redirection service
Book note



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

22nd December 1999

_Judge Reverses Ruling, Frees Former Disney Exec_

LOS ANGELES - A judge Wednesday reversed his own ruling and
released from jail a former Disney executive convicted of
possessing child pornography, saying it was likely that he
would win a new trial.

U.S. District Judge Edward Rafeedie, who on Monday
refused to release Patrick Naughton despite an appeals
court's decision to strike down part of the law that he was
convicted under, ordered the former Internet whiz kid freed
on $100,000 bail.

On Friday, the U.S. 9th Circuit Court of Appeals
overturned part of the federal Child Pornography Prevention
Act of 1996 as unconstitutional. The court found that
Congress went too far when it outlawed materials which
"appear to be" or "convey the impression" that they are
sexually explicit pictures of kids.

The tall, bespectacled Naughton, who appeared in court
Wednesday handcuffed and shackled, unshaven and wearing
rumpled jail garb, was clearly relieved by the judge's
decision. Asked by reporters how he felt, Naughton said:
"How does it look like I'm feeling? I'm glad to be out by
Christmas."

Naughton, the former head of Disney's Internet portal
the Go Network and co-inventor of the Java computer
language, said he would be barred under terms of his
release from traveling, but was eager to get spend time
outdoors.

Assistant U.S. Attorney Patricia Donahue also urged
Rafeedie to free Naughton, as they had previously, saying
that the court was bound by the 9th Circuit decision.

---------------------------------------------------------



New Zealand:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Censorship decision 'sensible'_

21st December 1999

WELLINGTON -- A Court of Appeal ruling that the Bill of
Rights has to be given full weight in censorship cases is a
victory for freedom of expression and is sensible, Auckland
Council for Civil Liberties president Barry Wilson says.

Wilson said it was a clear victory for freedom of
expression in an area where the emphasis had always been
on censorship.

"It shows again the Bill of Rights is a great deal more
than a piece of windowdressing."

In what is being hailed as a landmark decision, Justice
Tipping has sent a book imported by Wellington artist
Gerald Moonen [http://www.arby.demon.nl/gm.html]
back to the Film and Literature Board of Review to
reconsider its classification of the book as 'objectionable'.

Mr Moonen, imported the book, The Seventh Acolyte Reader,
which Justice Tipping said contained nine stories that
described sexual relationships between men and boys under
16. The Acolyte Reader, a series of anthologies of short
stories, poetry and art, is legal in many European countries
[http://www.intermale.nl/acolyte.html].

The book was seized under the Films, Videos and Publications
Classification Act 1993, and held to "promote the
exploitation of children and young persons for sexual
purposes." The Board gave no reasons or justification
for the judgement, yet written reasons are required by law.

Justice Tipping and five Court of Appeal judges said the
board had made an error in law in classifying the items
as objectionable without giving consideration to the
Bill of Rights.

Under the Bill of Rights, everyone has the right to freedom
of expression, including the freedom to seek, receive,
and impart information and opinions of any kind in any form.

Justice Tipping, who delivered the Court of Appeal judgement,
said: "This right is as wide as human imagination and thought."

Under a five-step process specified by the Court of Appeal,
the Bill of Rights will now have to be considered throughout
all the board's deliberations.

The court allowed Mr Moonen's appeal, revoked the
classification of the book, and directed the board to
reconsider it.

Justice Minister Phil Goff and Attorney General Margaret
Wilson are to meet to discuss the implications of the
ruling in the near future.

Victoria University human rights law lecturer Antony Shaw,
who assisted in Mr Moonen's case, says the ruling also
illustrates a greater willingness by the courts to look
more closely at acts of Parliament in terms of their
consistency with the Bill of Rights.

Law Commission president Justice Baragwanath said "Some
people thought the Bill of Rights would just be a piety and
it wouldn't effect any change. But the judicial decisions
since 1990 demonstrate otherwise."

--

The court's decision, which overturns an earlier High Court
ruling upholding the board's classification, is a highly
significant one that redefines the balance between freedom
of expression and censorship of objectionable publications.

It doesn't necessarily follow, however, that the decision
will open the floodgates of pornography. The court simply
seems to be saying that both the board and the High Court
erred in law by failing to give due weight to Sections 5
and 6 of the Bill of Rights. While that Act does not take
precedence over other statutes, Section 5 says the rights
and freedoms conferred by the Bill of Rights "may be
subject only to such reasonable limits prescribed by law as
can be demonstrably justified in a free and democratic
society". Section 6 states: "Wherever an enactment can be
given a meaning that is consistent with the rights and
freedoms contained in this Bill of Rights, that meaning
shall be preferred to any other meaning."

The ruling takes on particular significance because it
follows another landmark liberal decision - in the
defamation action brought by former Prime Minister David
Lange against political commentator Joe Atkinson - which
similarly placed considerable weight on the freedom of
expression provision in the Bill of Rights. The Moonen
decision emphatically adjusts the balance between freedom
of expression and censorship in favour of the former

If Parliament decides the pendulum has swung too far, it
has the option of reviewing the Bill of Rights - but
that is an action that cannot be contemplated lightly.

---------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
---------------------------------------------------------

December 1999

_McLellan Rolls The Dice_

Roll the dice. No politician likes to use the phrase, not
since former prime minister Brian Mulroney used it to sum
up his attempt to resolve the unity issue with his
ill-fated Meech Lake accord.

But for all the polling and plotting and reasoning and
debate that goes on, an alarming number of political moves
come down to just this -- a roll of the dice. To make
matters worse, the political game doesn't follow the usual
rules of craps.

The really smart ones try to avoid rolling the dice, and to
make sure they are loaded when they are forced to. Justice
Minister Anne McLellan falls into this category.

The Young Offenders Act has not proven to be as dangerous
to McLellan's political career as predicted. Wide division
among the provinces as to how hard or soft the law should
be has allowed McLellan to move slowly and carefully,
loading the dice and hedging her bets along the way.

Her proposed new youth justice system would make 14, rather
than 16, the age for adult trial and sentencing for serious
offences, and includes other tougher rules against
repeat offenders. But it also proposes new measures and
emphasis on alternatives to custody to help steer
first-time non-violent offenders away from a life of crime.

McLellan is attempting to mitigate opposition from the
hard-line provinces -- Alberta, Ontario and Manitoba -- who
want the age of criminal responsibility lowered from 12 to
10, by offering federal cash to improve alternative early
intervention, care and treatment programs for young
children who run afoul of the law.

For the softer provinces -- Quebec, Saskatchewan and B.C.,
in particular -- the concession is the renewed emphasis on
alternative sentences for first-time offenders.

She is also trying to appeal to both camps with a new
discussion paper which looks at raising the age of sexual
consent from 14 to 16 or even 18.

McLellan has also bought herself some goodwill over the
last 30 months by accepting and implementing a shopping
list of common sense amendments to the Criminal Code and
new laws requested by the provinces and police.

But even the luckiest and cleverest politicians can't avoid
betting it all on a pure roll of the dice at some point.

For McLellan, that roll comes in January with the scheduled
Supreme Court of Canada hearing into the law which makes
possession of child pornography a criminal offence.

McLellan is betting the court will declare the law
constitutional, thereby overturning the B.C. judge which
ruled it wasn't and the B.C. appeal judges who upheld that
ruling.

If this happens, the law will stand, cases tossed out or
put on hold will proceed again and all will be well.

But if the Supreme Court rules the law is unconstitutional,
leaving pedophiles across the land free to possess child
pornography, McLellan is in trouble.

At best she will emerge as a fool who gambled. If she's
not so lucky, she will be lumped together with the
Supreme Court as a wave of outrage sweeps the media.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

21st December 1999

_RE-THINK CRACKDOWN, MINISTERS URGED_

Government plans to jail people with a 'serious personality
disorder' indefinitely have come under fire from health
and civil liberties groups.

Twenty-six organisations, including the charity Mind, the
Law Society and the Royal College of Nursing, have asked
ministers to rethink the policy.

They fear that jailing without trial those deemed to
have a 'serious personality disorder' before they
commit a crime could lead to vulnerable people being
unfairly imprisoned.

---------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

_UK radio station fined for paedophile remark_

14th December 1999

Britain's Radio Authority said on Tuesday it had levelled
its highest possible fine of 50,000 pounds against South
Yorkshire's Hallam FM for broadcasting offensive material.

Hallam FM, owned by Emap Radio (EMA.L), was fined over
a late-night phone-in involving a gratuitous description
of paedophilia, the Radio Authority said.

A 50,000-pound fine is the largest the authority can
impose on a local independent radio station under the
1990 Broadcasting Act.

---------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

20th December 1999

_Ministers pull the plug on communal showers_

COMMUNAL showers, the hotbed of homosexual desire for
generations of public schoolboys, are to be phased out.

Modern expectations make the public dousings of Tom
Brown's Schooldays 'inappropriate', says the Department
for Education.

"Run through" showers are still a common feature of
boarding schools and most state schools have communal
washrooms. Regulations to be published by the Education
Department next month say individual cubicles should be
built in new schools and those improving their facilities.

National boarding standards for independent schools which
will be implemented in May say private showers should be
provided. Some independent schools are also replacing
after-games communal shower rooms with cubicles. Rugby
school is making the change and Eton has provided cubicles
for several years.

---------------------------------------------------------



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

30th December 1999

_A quarter of teen girls have underage sex_

Around a quarter of teen girls have sex before age 16,
finds an online poll by YM magazine.

Of almost 15,000 girls ages 13 to 20 who responded, 73
percent say they are virgins, and 27 percent say they
are not. Of the latter, most became sexually active
at age 15.

96 percent of virgins and 76 percent of non-virgins
say it's important to be in love with a guy before
sleeping with him. However, only 58 percent of those
who had done the deed say they were.

The act of sex doesn't always meet expectations. Although
67 percent of virgins expect sex to be romantic, only 29
percent of non-virgins describe the reality that way.

Contrary to popular opinions about the media, more than
65 percent of teens say there is not too much sex on TV,
in the movies and in advertising.

And the top reasons they chose to go ahead with sex:

+  Curiosity, 58 percent.

+  Love, 47 percent.

+  Attraction, 40 percent.

+  Desire to lose virginity, 24 percent.

---------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Students admit same sex attraction_

29th December 1999

More than 6 per cent of senior school students say they
are attracted to members of their own sex, a nationwide
survey has found.

And these students are up to four times more likely to
engage in so-called "self-destructive behaviours" - such as
drinking and drugs - largely because they feel socially
isolated and grow up in "a hostile, threatening and
potentially violent environment".

The study was compiled by a team from the Australian
Research Centre in Sex, Health & Society at La Trobe
University, and published in the latest issue of the
Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health.

The team surveyed more than 3,500 school students in Years
10 to 12 in 118 schools throughout Australia to find out the
prevalence of same sex attraction among teenagers of that
age and assess the link between that and binge drinking and
drug injection.

Of those surveyed, 6.3 per cent professed to being attracted
to people of their own sex or people of both sexes.  Another
2.3 per cent said they were not sure of their sexual
attraction. Around 6 per cent of students refused to take
part in the study.

With girls, the proportion attracted to their own sex
increased with age.  In Year 10, 5.4 per cent of girls said
they were attracted to the same sex.  By Year 12, that had
grown to 8.4 per cent.

But with boys, the percentage was 5.3 per cent in both
years.

A recent survey of 750 teenagers attracted to the same sex
found that "young men were more likely to experience verbal
and physical bullying than young women, and that schools were
the primary site at which such bullying was experienced",
the report says.

Almost half the group surveyed - 49.1 per cent - had had a
session of binge drinking (defined as five or more drinks on
one occasion for boys and three or more for girls) in the
previous two weeks.

But same-sex-attracted boys were twice as likely as their
heterosexual peers to have three or more binge drinking
sessions, and the girls were also more likely, although less
markedly.

The study's authors - Anthony Smith, Jo Lindsay and Doreen
Rosenthal - say the proportion of same-sex attraction they
found was consistent with other studies of teenage
prevalence and of estimates of homosexuality and bisexuality
in the adult community.

But it also showed "that same-sex feelings start to show
up very early, therefore it's probable that they are not
learned behaviour", Professor Gold said.

---------------------------------------------------------



UK: Scotland:
---------------------------------------------------------

30th December 1999

_Out of sight pupils are learning to daydream_

CHILDREN spend a third of the lesson time in primary
schools either daydreaming or socialising with others.

The finding, in a report published by the Scottish
Executive, says that while teachers are increasingly
using more traditional methods, such as whole class
teaching, they continue to sit their pupils in
groups around large tables.

It means around a third of the class have their backs to
the teacher who cannot see what they are doing.

The study, by Joanna McPake, Wynne Harlen, Janet Powney
and Julia Davidson, funded by the Scottish Council for
Research in Education, looked at a small sample of pupils
of differing abilities in 16 Scottish primary schools.

---------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

December 1999

_Code takes bite out of porn legislation, critics claim_

The Australian Broadcasting Authority last week agreed
to the internet industry's code of conduct for censoring
internet content, creating a situation which long-standing
critics of the Federal Government's net-porn policy say is
almost the same as no internet censorship at all.

The code comes as the Internet Industry Association's
response to the Federal Government's controversial amendments
of last July to the Broadcasting Services Act, which banned
Australian internet companies from hosting alleged 'adult'
material.

Electronic Frontiers Australia, an internet-based civil
liberties group, as well as other parts of the internet
industry, at the time denounced the amendments as a
clampdown on freedom of speech on the internet, pointing out
that material illegal on the internet would be readily
available to Australians using other media.

However, under the amendments, an internet industry code of
practice could be drawn up, allowing internet companies to
be answerable to that code, rather than directly to the
legislation, as long as the code was registered with the ABA.

According to the EFA, the code registered last week with the
ABA placed so little censorship onus on internet companies
that the controversial amendments were now almost totally
watered down.

One of the main requirements of the code is that ISPs
make filtering software available to their customers,
allowing individuals to block web-sites at the level of
their own PC.

"The outcome is very different from the anti-porn rhetoric
that came out of Canberra, and it's at variance with the
wording of the bill," said EFA spokesman Mr Greg Taylor.
"It now seems to be a non-event.  ISPs are required to
offer subscribers software for filtering (of adult content).
Well, we didn't need legislation to achieve that," he said.

The executive director of the IIA, Mr Peter Coroneos, said
the code would mean little change for internet companies,
many of which already offer to sell filtering software
as a value-added service anyway.

One effect of the code and the legislation would have been
to drive adult content offshore, but it would still be
readily available to Australian internet users, he said.

---------------------------------------------------------



Security:
---------------------------------------------------------

23rd December 1999

_Security Hole Found in Norton Antivirus 2000_

_KeyLabs tests confirm e-mail scanner fears in AntiVirus
2000_

_Dec.  22 - Viruses are scary, especially e-mail viruses.
They strike mercilessly, without warning or recourse.
However, considering a recently discovered security hole
within Symantec's Norton AntiVirus 2000, it now appears that
e-mail virus-scanning applications themselves can be just as
scary as the viruses they seek to eradicate._

THE PROBLEM is twofold.  Confirmed by tests conducted at
KeyLabs, a technique employed by Norton AntiVirus 2000 on
Windows 95/98/NT, which can scan e-mail messages in
real-time, unfortunately leaves a TCP/IP port wide open to
Internet-borne attackers.  What's more, the AntiVirus 2000
application left guarding the port itself is assailable and
can in certain situations crash the host machine.  On paper,
Norton's idea of automatic e-mail virus scanning sounds
compelling.  The open port used by AntiVirus 2000 houses a
Post Office Protocol (POP) server, which acts as a proxy for
the actual POP server.  When you download an e-mail message,
the proxy stands between you and the real POP server, giving
AntiVirus 2000 the time and leeway it needs to scan the
incoming stream for virus signatures.  But this technique
creates two potentially dangerous situations.  First, it
makes your computer visible on the Internet, thereby
creating an open invitation to hackers.   "Hackers scan a
range of IP addresses," explained computer consultant
Timothy J.  McNitt.  " If they find a POP server, they start
poking." Second, the proxy application that runs on this
port (port 110) can act as an entry point for attackers.
KeyLabs testing uncovered a number of buffer overrun
vulnerabilities within the proxy server (called POProxy).

"By sending a string of more than 256 characters to the
server from a telnet application within the USER command,"
stated BugNet engineer Ken Brady,  "we could repeatedly crash
POProxy." More interestingly, by telling AntiVirus 2000 to
temporarily suspend e-mail virus scanning, and then sending
a series of telnet-borne buffer overrun statements to the
proxy server on port 110, BugNet testers were able to crash
the Windows 98 SE host - though with no consistency.

_NO FIX PLANNED_

The situation on Windows NT doesn't get much better.
According to tests conducted both at KeyLabs and
w00w00 Security Development (WSD), a buffer overrun
statement sent to POProxy on a Windows NT machine will cause
Dr. Watson to push CPU processor utilization to 100 percent
for approximately 30 seconds before crashing POProxy.
Symantec is aware of AntiVirus 2000's behavior.   "In Norton
AntiVirus 2000, we do make a port available when we
implement the e-mail scanner," said Marian Merritt, group
product manager.   "And whenever you make a port available,
you open a potential security hole." However, Symantec
maintains that such behavior does not warrant an action.
"We do not intend to create a 'patch' since the issue is one
we understand and do not view as a 'bug' or security flaw,"
Merritt continued.  According to Symantec, POProxy is a
"pass-through" proxy server, which doesn't store any account
information or grant any access to the local file system or
to any e-mail accounts on the real POP server.  If IT
managers are still concerned, the company suggests that they
instruct their firewalls to simply disallow all incoming POP
connections.  This will ensure that outsiders can't scan for
open POP ports.

For users like McNitt, however, it's not just corporations
that need to worry about this sort of vulnerability.
Home users, who utilize static IP addresses through
high-speed connections (DSL, cable modems, etc.) also need
to worry about attracting the wrong kind of attention.
"If you don't have an internal network and you have file
and print sharing turned off, someone from the outside
can't see you, but that would all change, if you install
[AntiVirus 2000's] POP proxy," he said.  "I get random port
scans all the time for my home computer."

_HOW TO DISABLE_

If you're concerned about AntiVirus 2000's
port policy, you can merely disable e-mail scanning as
follows:

+ From your Start menu, open Norton AntiVirus 2000.
+ Click on the Options pull-down menu.
+ Remove the check mark from the Enable Email Protection checkbox.
+ Click OK and close Norton AntiVirus 2000.

This will close POProxy and port 110.

So, if you want to scan incoming e-mail message attachments,
you'll have to save them to a temporary folder and
then use AntiVirus 2000 to scan those files for viruses.

You'll also have to hold your breath whenever an automatic
e-mail virus comes out.   "If more viruses like Bubble Boy
come through, which don't even require that you open the
message, then you'll be at their mercy," added McNitt.  Even
if you disable e-mail scanning, because you can't always
predict an application's behavior, we recommend that you
routinely scan your PC for open TCP/IP ports.  You can
easily point your browser to an online scanning service,
such as Steve Gibson's Shields Up!, for example, to see
which ports are open, closed, or operating in stealth mode.

---------------------------------------------------------



Security - latest IE security hole:
---------------------------------------------------------

29th December 1999

_Security Alert - New Internet Explorer Security Hole._

Confirmed by Microsoft - Hackers could read PC users'
private files through a security hole in Internet Explorer
(IE). By exploiting JavaScript, a Web scripting language
for executing actions on a Web page or HTML e-mail, without
user input, prying individuals can circumvent the IE
security checks to spy on any file that can be viewed
through the browser window.

IE can execute a command "NavigateAndFind" within a Web
page or an HTML-based e-mail, which directs the browser to
a specific Web page to highlight selected text there.

Normally, IE will perform a security check to make sure the
command is not directing to a file located on the user's
computer. However, by directing this command to a
JavaScript URL contained within a web frame, hackers can
override the security check and execute the JavaScript.

As a result, a hacker can read any document that can be
viewed in a browser window. Files that can be viewed
include: Word documents, HTML pages, text files, cookie
files (that can contain passwords and personal information),
jpeg and gif images and other files. The security hole does
not allow modifying or deleting files.

Until Microsoft posts a fix, users should disable
javascript before visiting "suspect" web-sites.

---------------------------------------------------------



Neat e-mail trick:
---------------------------------------------------------

Ever find yourself needing multiple e-mail addresses and
don't like having to go through the forms to sign up for
Yahoo or Hotmail?

Go to http://www.cjb.net and sign up for a redirector,
to use their email forwarding feature - so any mail sent
to "whatevername@your-redirector.cjb.net" gets forwarded
to one of your existing email accounts.  Comes in handy
with free-disk-space accounts because it gives you
endless names for the accounts.

---------------------------------------------------------




Book note:
---------------------------------------------------------

 _Cardiofitness_ Alessandra Montrucchio (trans. Sharon Wood)
 ISBN 1-902881-03-6, 192pp, US $29.95. Toby Press

  "Tragedy is not when you can't be yourself. It's when
  being yourself only means being what other people want."

A witty, tender love story about a 26-year-old woman and a
15-year-old boy. Never sensational, the prose delights and
the story captivates. Published in Italy last year,
Montrucchio recently won Italy's prestigious Calvino Prize
for her work.

At the age of twenty-six are you grown up or not? Four
friends, these "Charlie's Angels", go to the gym to rid
their soul of the poison of routine. And there, Stefania
meets Stefano - Stefano, whom she calls Tendina, with his
long and delicate neck, who gives off the scent of
sandalwood. Tender as someone her own age, shy and awkward,
but loyal, genuine and irresistible. And why should she
resist anyway? A relationship between a fifteen-year-old
and a twenty-six-year-old is hardly ridiculous. It's a
relationship, that's all.

The superb English translation is by Sharon Wood.

---------------------------------------------------------
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'C.L. Wheels' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hello my friends!  Yes, I know it's been an eternity since I last
wrote, but up until now ASGL-L hasn't been all that high on my
list of priorities.

First and foremost, I want to wish those of you who celebrate
it, a very Happy Holiday Season! Many things have happened since
I last wrote. I will just give you a brief synopsis of the major
girl-love things that have happened. You may remember me talking
about my 6-year-old neighbour 'J', well she moved with her family
into a bigger place. The morning of their actual departure I
awoke to a basketball hitting my window. Being scared and a
little upset, I shouted "Watch the (expletive deleted) window!"
About 10 minutes past and I decided to get up to check if there
were any cracks in the window. That's when I got the shock of my
life! I had yelled at 'J'! Ohh I was soo mad at myself. I
thought they had all their stuff moved out the night before and
it was teenagers who hit my window, not sweet little 'J'.

I motioned for her to come over to my door, but she wouldn't
move. I had hurt her feelings quite deep. So I told her from
where she was standing about 5 feet away that I was so sorry and
that I'd never hurt her because I loved her. I couldn't believe
I told her I loved her! She still sulked and didn't say a word
to me. I went inside and ten minutes later I headed out to a
local convenience store for a soda, upon my return I saw her
sitting in the back seat of her mom's car, and I approached her
and gave her a more detailed apology, saying I didn't know it
was her that hit the window, and that it didn't anger me, but
scared me, and that's why I reacted the way I did. All this time
she was slumped in the back seat of her mom's car, not a peep
out of her. "That's it" I thought, "she hates me." I went inside
and for whatever reason, I started to cry. At least I apologized
to her and admitted I was wrong.

About 2 months passed, and who should I see again at my apartment
complex but 'J' and her siblings. None of them would have
anything to do with me, and I dared not go up and try to talk to
any of them. It's a wonder her mother still remained friendly
with me throughout all this despite what had happened.

I recently moved from that complex to another one, where I met a
girl of about 10-11 at a holiday party. She was a very pretty
girl, who I guessed to be Malaysian. We didn't talk all that
much except to say hi, but we sure smiled at one another!

Anyway, the party was held the last week of November and I
hadn't seen hide nor hair of this girl since... until
*yesterday*! I have been living at this place for almost a month
and come to find out this beautiful young girl lives *two* doors
down from me! How in the world we never ran into each other is
beyond me. Anyway, I talked to her more and of course, more
smiling. I think this girl likes me, or maybe she's just being
friendly. Who knows. All I know is I hope to get to know her
better. Next time I'll get her name and age!

A short note about 10-year-old 'C'. She saw me about a week
before I moved and asked if she could come over and play
computer games. I said she was always welcome to come over. She
brought over two of her siblings and played for like an hour.
She *never* came to my place alone for whatever reason. That
being the case I never told her how I felt about her. Knowing I
was to be moving in a weeks time, I knew it was best left
unsaid. I think she knew how I felt, at least a little of how I
felt. She kept coming back, didn't she? :-) I will miss her a
*lot*!

Happy Holidays Everyone!

'C.L. Wheels'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Andrej here!

Just to let you know that here in the USA in one periodical called
"The Public Interest" from Winter 2000 (the latest issue) there is
one very interesting article "Pedophilia and the Culture Wars" by G.E.
Zuriff.

It talks about the study that appeared in the 'Psychological Bulletin'
in 1998 (that bulletin is by 'American Psychological Association' (APA))
written by Rind, Baurseman and Tromovitch by the name "A Meta-Analytic
Examination of Assumed Properties of Child Sexual Abuse Using College
Samples".  It talks about the US outcry concerning this study and
how APA denounced this study.  I mean it's not only about that, it is very
deep and smart and I cannot go into details now.  But in the case nobody
there is able to get this article from "The Public Interest" I can without
any problems scan these 11 pages and send it to you as a file.  Please let
me know do you need this article or not.

'Andrej'
------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Thanks, Andrej - I will attempt to get this article once it
    shows up on a news-articles service I subscribe to, which
    carries this journal in electronic form. ]




'Snallygaster' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>I always wonder when a child is so affectionate toward me so quickly.
>Certainly children need love.  Does this mean she doesn't get
>attention and love from her parents?  Do some children just need more
>love than others, even with devoted parents?  Is this a precocious
>sexuality?  I don't know the answers, but I love it.  And I love her.
>I'm now hers.

It may also be a matter of the "type" of love she is getting.  Liz sounds
like a very physical child.  She wants to be hugged and touched and
cuddled.  Her parents, especially her father, may not be like that.  They
may be more verbal, telling her they love her.  This doesn't make her any
less loved but it would leave an empty feeling.  She comes to you to fill
that.  Just put your arms around her and realize how lucky you are.  This
was the way I was as a child.  I never knew why my family didn't love me.
I was an adult before I released that they just showed it differently.

'Snallygaster'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I will get back later with some more text, but I immediately would
like to react to one piece. It seems I made someone angry, and not
because of what I wanted to write, but because of a terrible
misunderstanding.

'True 777' wrote:
> I have never hurt a child - I havn't done any thing with a
> child (not since I was 12-ish, anyway).  Sorry if I use
> USA slang - I like to know what kind of people I'm talking
> to.  Over the years I've had many "relationships" with LG's
> that had nothing to do with sex.

I reacted:
> You must have a different definition of nothing as I have - or a
> different definition of relationship. How can you have a relationship
> with someone and still 'do nothing' with them?

'Soft & Gentle' reacted:
> Wakey Wakey...
>
> Relationship does not necessarily = sexual activities.

I think you must have terribly misunderstood me. I never said that it
did. I just said that a relationship necessarily implies doing SOMETHING.

> Hey two weekend ago, I had the great pleasure of colouring for two hours with
> a five years old brunette, and then having her fall asleep on my lap while I
> was watching TV.

And this is exactly what I mean. Isn't 'colouring' doing something? And
isn't 'watching TV' doing something? So you DID DO SOMETHING with that
girl. I have had plenty of relationships with girls, few if any at all
were sexual. But in each of these relationships I did do SOMETHING with
here - be it playing soccer, talking, laughing or whatever. I still
maintain that it is a 'contradictio in terminis' to have a relationship
with a child while 'doing nothing' with her (or him). Do you really
disagree with that?

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Soft and Gentle' wrote:
<snip>
> I don't watch TV often, but did I ever drop in a movie at the wrong
> time with the wrong people around me.
>
> I was flipping the channel when I got to a channel
> where a bunch or pre-teen girl where brushing their teeth. Typical
> boarding school bathroom with two long sink facing each others. One of
> the girl was making face to the second. Then she caught on what she
> wanted her to do. So the girl faked to be sick and roll on the ground.
> This kind of put the room if a state of shamble while one of the
> teacher came. There was about half a dozen girls topless, with bulging
> breast that were peeking out. Just like I do love them pointing out
> but no real form to them yet.
>
> I couldn't leave the movie their since I had non LG
> visitor at the time. Went back later but no more topless shots.
>
> I would love to find the film at rental, but it was
> copyright "France3", so I don't think I would be able to find it
> anywhere. The title was "Parfun de bebe", Fr. 1992 director S. Mena
> with Jacque Spiesser and Laure Duthilieul. Think this is the mother
> and did not catch the name during the credit.

Hmmmm, closest movie I could find was the following "Perfume De
Bebe" starring L.Duthilleul and J.Spiesser.  It's a drama, but that's
all the info I could find on it.  Got this info from what appears to
be a TV listing from Argentina
[http://www.cablevideo.com.ar/programa/lunes18.htm].
Tried an English translation, "Perfume Of Baby", but that turned up
no results.  IMDb had no listing of it in either actor/actress's
filmographies, although they did act together in another French film
titled "Peaux de vaches" ("Skins of cows").  Hopefully someone has
some more info, I would love to see if this is available on video.

--

Speaking of movies, back a few years ago I ran a website devoted
to girls in movies and other media called "The Young Girls Media
Index".  I took the site down due to a lack of funds and decided to
not put it back up due to my family getting more then a little mad
about it :-/  But, while recently going through some old disks, I
found the backup I made of the site right before I took it down.

It contains everything, media database (movies, tv, album covers,
etc), message forum and all messages, misc. other stuff, and a
rather neat search engine + ASGL archives from when I hosted a
searchable mirror of this mailing list.  The YGWMI was a massive
searchable database of various media that featured young girls.
From memory it covered movies, tv, album covers, comic books,
music videos, commercials, and some other stuff.  It allowed
visitors to add to the database and many of them did.  The perl
database software used was kinda flakey, but it got the job done.  I
always planned on writing a new database from scratch, but never
got around to it :-(

So, what am I getting at? Well, I hate seeing the database just
sit here gathering dust, but I don't really have time to do anything
with it and perl is not a language I really want to mess with again
(worst programming language I've ever used) so I was hoping someone
here might be interested in taking over the website or maybe using
it to expand their own.  To host the site, you would need a web
server capable of using cgi-bin software and perl (version 5 I
think, maybe 4).  The entire site was archived into a single tar.gz
file and fits on a single floppy disk so it's not that big an
archive.  If anyone's interested in taking over the site, please
post here.  Thanks.

'PK1'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Sounds good.  I can offer a registered copy of _Applet Site Content
    Searcher Version 1.0_, which is a Java search applet that can
    explore any web site, either locally or on the Internet, and then
    add Java search capabilities to that web site.  An alternative
    would be to sign up with one of the free full-text search services,
    of which there are several, but the searchers get banner ads on
    their results page. ]



'Dalederious' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Brother Chubba' wrote:
>> 'Dalderious' wrote:
>> <snip>
> And finally, yes I understand, but please now
> understand my reasons behind what I said. :)

Understood.

> On what you said about Rachel, my advice is simply
> to smile back (like you do) the simple act of
> acknowledging her existence will probably be enough
> to make her happy, she will get along fine without
> further contact, not that further contact would
> bother her though if you know  what I mean. Maybe a
> wave will be good as well.

I can only try. Once again I have not seen her in a
couple weeks. I asked her brother about it, and he
(not too much older) explained that when she tags
along she bothers him. He's a cute kid, whom I always
"bother".

Giving her a smile to show attention may be right. I
just hope that I get to do it again, for both of us.

> You seem to have a good relationship with Sarah,
> thanks for sharing, and to you also, good luck.

Thank you. She doesn't make it easy for me. She calls
me 'weird' now and then, either when I show her too
much attention or when she finds one of my
idiosyncrasies, and makes faces when I first walk in
for a moment, which quickly changes in to a smile. It
feels nice to be recognized. :-)

'Dalederious'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Spike' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Spike' wrote:
>>on the weekends, her dad still works so when I come in I get in bed
>>with her and sleep right there with her... she wakes me up around 9
>>and we play some games and we nap all day together.

'Sanctuary' asked:
>Wow, what does her dad think of all that?

Well, he is open about it. Megan told her dad that we slept together
all day and he asked me if it bothered me if she slept with me...
(imagine that!). I guess the reason he thought that was because I
work late shift and didn't want to get interrupted sleep... but I
told him that it was OK by me and he shrugged and mumbled "Well if
it doesn't bother you, it doesn't bother me" and went back to watching
TV. I haven't told him that I am lgl yet... If I did he would
probably shoot me on the spot... but anyway... let me tell you
something that happened to me this week. I was at the mall where
the Christmas holiday is really heating up... there must've been a
million lg's there... anyway I was in [lingerie and clothes store]
just looking around and there was this beautiful lg sitting next
to a changing booth, looking kind of bored and she noticed me looking
at her and she smiled at me and of course I smiled back. I kinda
hung out there for a little while and then her mother comes out
and grabs her hand and leads her into the changing booth, a few
minutes later she comes out with a nice little pair of shorts on,
they were pink and looked as though they were 2 times too small for
her... oh what a sight, right there in public! It didn't last for
long, as she was immediately sent back in to put on her regular
clothes. Anyways, I went to Wal-mart after that and bought some
presents for Megan. One of the things I bought her was a [brand name]
night-gown... thought I would mark it as "From Santa" and give it to
her in private... she has one but it's way to small for her, gotta
admit, it's a Christmas present for me too :)

'Spike'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Simon' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi dear ASGL-L members!

I did not write anything for quiet a long time because I did not have
the time to even read the postings.

'buitenlander' wrote:
>Others on this list have mentioned that they HAVE told someone
>but I can't imagine how on earth they can do that.. if it wasn't
>for ASGL and anon e-mail etc, I would still be in denial.

I have told lots of friends about my feelings. They all reacted in a
positive way. They do not bother me with "Get a girlfriend!" "What do you
think of those women over there?"...

I can tell them about my little girlfriend. Tell them about the problems I
have in that relationship and with myself. I can look at a nice girl and do
not have to care about who's walking beside me. If I look at a girl and sigh
most of my friends have to smile about that. :-)

Everyday life became much easier after telling some friends about me.

>I eagerly look forward to the day when we can all meet up... if ever 8-(

On New Year's Eve I will be together with approx. 10 - 20 child-lovers
(mostly boy-lovers). I met them several times now. I visit them, they
visit me. It really is fun!

--

>ANDRE (1994) Family adventure starring Tina Majorino as a girl who adopts
>the eponymous orphaned seal. (Unseen)

SEE IT! I have an "Andre"-poster on my wall in the living room. It
definitely if the cutest movie Tina ever did!

>'Aladdin Truelove' wrote
>Back in April 1998 I suggested the Yellow Heart. The Yellow Heart is a
>perfect symbol for us to recognize each other.
>Why yellow?
>  Yellow is the Easter lilies and daffodils.
>  It is the warm sun on a summer day.
>  It is blonde hair in the sunshine.
>  Creativity, spontaneity, and fun are yellow.
>  Yellow is a sign of our caution,
>  But it is also for justice.
>Best of all, it is ambiguous enough to wear.

That is a nice idea! What do you think of creating a website to promote this
sign? Are you a good webmaster? Anyone else that likes to do the job? I am
not able to do so because my English is not well enough and I am busy with
my own web-site at the moment.

Looking forward to seeing this idea grow.

'Simon'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Gentle Ben' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Stephen' wrote:
>Finally, I would like to wish everyone Seasons Greetings and better things
>in the new century.  After all, it can't get much worse for us ...can it?

And the answer is. Yes, Stephen, it can and probably will get worse.  It
could go like this.  They could point their fingers, while missing the Log
in their own eye.

The 'normal' guy's you point out, Stephen, are the latent 'RedNecks' of an
era not far past.  "Easyriders, ridin' through town, fucking our daughters,
messing with our ways, spreading your moral decay."

I confess.  I am afraid to relate even to Maurice, thanking "Heaven for
L.G.s, for they grow up in the most delightful ways"... but, "You sinful
bastard - don't you be lookin' at 'em until the are at least "Barely
Legal" or, JAILBAIT TEENS, and, Baby Cups, or whatever."

While in the confession mode, the Owner's Manual refers to lusting after a
woman, as being less than His plan of Perfection.  In our predicament, we
cannot even legally marry this 'woman' of our heart, and fantasy, (thank
God also for my fantasies, for without them, Lord, I would be touching my
way to doom).

But wait, in answer to your question, Stephen, yes it can, and probably
will get worse.

Not just for us.  And I hope One shall return that has the Guts to
Say - right, 'castrate the deviate' - let's see, that must include
abominations like same-sex sex, and sex with those who are not our
spouse, and every 'John' caught in a Street Sting, and-and-and even
Janet Reno could not list all the Amendments allowing Whom to do What,
And to Whom.

And this One, will say - "right on.  Kill the Bastards.  All of them -
and let God sort them out.  And any of you, without sin, grab your
weapons, and help me."

Personally, I believe in Fair Game.  Just Infra, this list, an article
of information that our very 'real', and 'Normal Guy' Pric* President,
appropriated 250 mil $.  To educate the kids re and pro- the moral issue
of Chasity.  Another newsbreak is that at least one-third of the Schools
teach 'abstinence" as a way of moral life. Now like I said,

If the children are brought up to Respect and Love their 'elders'; and,
yet, one of tender age is not permitted to 'Love', one of their Elders,
who will set the Statutes, to suit their needs, at the time, and you
and I shall be Crucified - but not of innocence.

Remember the true saying -

"In Germany, they first came for the communists, and I didn't speak up
because I wasn't a communist. Then they came for the Jews, and I didn't
speak up because I wasn't a Jew. Then they came for the trade unionists,
and I didn't speak up because I wasn't a trade unionist. Then they came
for the Catholics and I didn't speak up because I wasn't a Catholic. Then
they came for me -- and by that time there was nobody left to speak up."
[http://www.quoteland.com/quotes/author/349.html]

So the Society has no scapegoats left, or so it shall come to pass, and
it will get much worse for us - but for the Lamb, we would all be dead.

'Gentle Ben'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Go-Pre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I am incredibly tired right now, but I am not going to sleep before I write
what I have to write.  It may be a lot, so watch out.  Before the next
posting, I may have a follow up too... but believe me, people, I need it.

This is Go Pre writing.  Some of you with the hindsight to remember might
recall that I am the one who started the whole discussion of t-shirts,
which some of you have so kindly contributed to... I am pleased to report
that I have managed to get my hands on a "genuine" Go-Pre!  t-shirt and in
addition to having the great lettering on it, it is stylish.. and
comfortable.  I love nice clothes.  I'm a pretty boy.

I am writing from a beautiful seafront house in a small, remote village
somewhere on the Mediterranean coast.  Having a great, yet in many ways
agonizing time.  For instance right now, when I am so tired, I couldn't
possibly fall asleep without first at least trying to get these thoughts
off of my mind and into this little piece of writing to which my name will
never be attached....

I have fallen in love.  It happens, sometimes.  I am in love with the best
friend of my cousin, a beautiful eleven year old.  That is the prime age
for me, just how I like them.  She is thin, flatchested (just how I like
it) with green eyes and beautiful light brown straight hair.  And her light
freckles just make me melt....

Anyway, I am here with approximately 10+ other family members, including my
parents and siblings.  I am [mid 20s] years old.  I am actually the same
"generation" as the girl I am currently involved with, and the fact that
this society keeps us from ever truly expressing our love drives me
crazy...

Let's call her "Annique".  She is best friends with my cousin, "Raphi".
They are both 11.  Annique is also the daughter of some very close family
friends, so I remember very well when she was born.  I was 12 1/2.  Already
at that point I was starting to realize that I was a pedophile, but I had
no idea what would ever come up between Annique and me.

Raphi is also a beautiful 11 year old, but seeing as how she is such a
close family member, I could never be attracted to her.  Annique is a
different story, despite the fact that I have watched her grow up in much
the same way.

Ever since I arrived here, I have spent the majority of my waking hours with
these two.  Since they are inseperable, I have had hardly any time alone
with Annique.  But the chemistry between us has been intense.  I know it is
special, and different.  We have shared many moments of touching, and holding,
that the rest of the family doesn't notice.  My parents are a bit annoyed that
I spend so much time with them, and I have to be very cautious so as not to
create suspicion.  The rest of the family doesn't suspect a thing, or at
least I don't think so.  My parents know I work with kids (the exact same
age as these ones, in fact) as an authority figure, and I think it annoys
them that I am totally uninhibited with these two and refuse to act as an
authority figure towards them.

Today I went down to the beach alone with Annique and Raphi.  They pulled
me into the water, despite my protests, with my clothes on.  They were both
wearing their clothes as well (it was damn cold) and I really didn't want
to go in, but I am glad they made me.  It was a lot of fun.  Raphi got out
of the water for about ten minutes and Annique and I were alone.  The hugs
and caresses we shared in the water were some of the most erotic (though
not involving genitals at all) moments of my life and I cherish them now
and always.

She loves it when I feel her chest too, she is always putting my hands
there.  I hate the fact that I often have to feign disinterest in the kids,
or act like I don't really want to be with them, or, worst of all, refuse
Annique's advances - all in order to avoid raising suspicion among my
parents.

The following is one of the most agonizing instances.  Annique had the idea
that we would all sleep in a room together - her, Raphi and me.  I of course
have no problem with that, but I had to pretend like the idea didn't excite
me at all.  Annique was trying to persuade Raphi and others that it was a
good idea, but no one was convinced.  I, of course, couldn't raise my voice
in support of the idea, for fear that my "excessive" interest in the kids
would raise too many eyebrows.  What a sad situation for us.

I know that in this world, Annique and I have no real future together, only
those rare moments.  After the holidays, I will still see her once a week-
but never in situations like this and NEVER alone.

After the beach today, we went back and the girls went to take a bath
(together!)  and I went and took a shower... in a perfect world, I would
have been able to follow what was perfectly natural to me and to Annique...
and she and I would have been bathing or showering together.  But in this
world we need scapegoats, that is why they have us, 'the pedophiles', to kick
around.  I am concerned about myself and my future, and no less concerned
about Annique and her future.... and I know that we might be ruined if I
were to actually take the natural steps and fulfil our relationship.  I
know what feels right and I know what feels wrong, and I know that Annique
and I together are 100% right.  I love her, and it is clear to me that she
loves me.

Tonight we ended the day around a big table, playing family games.  Annique
sat next to me of course, like she has been all vacation, often touching
me, leaning on me, and whispering to me.

At bedtime, she went upstairs unceremoniously and I bid the two girls
goodbye.  I thought that was it, but after a few minutes, Annique ran back
down, grabbed my arms, and pulled them around her.  I couldn't resist.  I
held on to her, tightly, and she leaned her head against me, her arms full
around me.  She started rocking with me to the light music playing on the
stereo, lovingly.  A pure expression of love, no words needed.  No "good
night" or anything else.  After a few minutes of this ecstasy she just went
back upstairs after pulling my head down to hers and kissing me goodnight.
This was all in full view of several family members.  But you know what?  I
don't care.  Sometimes, I just don't give a flip anymore.  Annique is
leaving tomorrow morning, and she will leave a great void behind in my
heart when she does.  I will spend the rest of the vacation with close
family, but I will really be alone.  I cry just thinking about being
without her.  I love her, and she loves me.  I am so sick of this society
in which even my own family is forced to judge me in this disgusting way.

I will miss her so much.

Her family has invited me to spend New Year's Eve with them.  Annique will
be there, so will Raphi and a lot of their other friends.  I can spend it
with friends my own age, or I can spend it with her... but still, it's
heartbreaking.  Being with her is hard, because there are always a lot of
other people around.  All these parents and aunts and uncles and other
"adults" just make it so nerve wracking and terrible.

Still, I suppose it has been worth it.  Annique's love is something I will
hold and cherish forever, even though we are forbidden from ever expressing
it....

(Besides, she is leaving tomorrow morning.  I will get a few more hours
with her... only for her would I voluntarily wake up at 7:00 in the morning
during my vacation.)

Thanks y'all for listening.  Feedback, suggestions, responses would be
appreciated.  My heart is aching.

--

Now that Annique is gone, Raphi has taken quite an attachment to me.
Actually, she has the whole time and only now I notice it.  Before, I spent
most of my time with BOTH of them only in order to be around Annique,
though I do love Raphi dearly as a close family member.  Now, Raphi is so
used to being with me that she is still sticking with me.  I had to
specifically excuse myself in order to grab a computer and start writing
this.

It's Go-Pre again, and I'm sorry for submitting two postings in one period.
But I don't submit often (usually I barely have time to read ASGL-L,
though I normally MAKE time for it) and this is really important to me...

I ended up getting almost another entire day with Annique.  Her parents
came this morning, but they stayed for lunch and a long walk through the
wilderness afterwards.  I woke up this morning early, the moment I heard
the sound of cartoons and children laughing... after brushing my teeth,
etc.  I went into the TV room to hang out with the kids.  I sat next to
Annique, of course, and we cuddled quite a bit.  She was happy to see me
this morning, and I was thrilled to see her.

At one point Raphi and Annique got up and went into my room, and got into
my bed.  They were both screaming for me to come to them, and it was pretty
obvious what was going on.  They were crying out in pain, pretending to be
sick and pleading for me to come cure their illnesses.  This is the point
at which the politics with the other adults once again began to take
place... My parents were hinting that I should stay in the TV room and
"bond" with my younger siblings, and other such crap.  My senses are sharp,
and I knew it would be inappropriate and out-of-place to go in.  Raphi
came to the door and pleaded to me, "Go-Pre, please, come, Annique is
sick... and she's dying!  She needs your help!"  Finally, I found a window
of time in which it seemed moderately acceptable to just go into my room
and "hang out" with the girls.  The other adults seemed preoccupied with
other things.

The girls lay in bed, in their underwear and t-shirts (!)  waiting for me.
If not for the other adults in the house who saw a lot and heard
everything, I would have been in absolute heaven.  There is also the Raphi
factor.  The whole time I was giving more attention to Annique, and Raphi
was getting a little bit jealous... she still didn't see what was going on
between the two of us though.  Anyway, it turned into a sort of tickle
fest.  I was tickling all over Annique, and she lay on top of me at one
point.  We just lay there moving, acting as if we were playing some game,
but the two of us knew what was really going on.  She and I stole a few
kisses and got quite a bit of loving done, considering the fact that Raphi
was in the room... and even worse, more adults started entering and exiting
to the back porch through my room.  When I would hear other adults coming,
I often had to leap away from her, as if we were doing something "wrong."
The truth is that the way this world works, I WAS doing something "wrong."
In fact, I probably couldn't have possibly been doing a greater "evil."
(This reminds me of some insights on our "condition" and our situation
which I will save for another post)

Right now, I am sitting in that very bed, late at night... and despite
everything, I still feel the warm glow deep inside that Annique left with
me.  We had a really great time together this week.  At this moment I am
covered with the very blankets under which she and I snuggled for so long
this morning, and I miss her so much.  But I am happy, happy that we did
have these few chances to express our love to the extent that this world
will ever allow us to.

I have to say at this point that I have talked a lot about physical contact
between us, but the truth is that I love being with her whether or not we
are touching.  She has a GREAT sense of humor and she makes me laugh so
much, she is a very cool and clever kid.  She just makes me happy.  I have
working so hard and been so stressed out, then suddenly I come to this
vacation and this opportunity to really fall in love presents itself...

The truth is I had a feeling something like this would happen.  I may have
mentioned before that I have known this child since she was born, and her
family and I have a great relationship.  Her parents love me.  The moment I
found out that she would be vacationing with us for a few days, I knew that
something like this had a chance of cropping up.  I have always thought she
was a great kid.  We've always been fairly close.  But we've never had a
chance to let things get this intense....

Also, despite (or more likely because of) my paranoia, none of the other
adults here (parents, aunts, uncles) suspects a thing.  None of them have
any suspicious thoughts or anything like that.  I believe that to be partly
because of the precautionary measures I took (not insisting on sleeping in
the same room with them, etc.)  and partly because I am so well loved in my
family and that creates a certain blindness.  I am well known as one who
loves children and is excellent with them (and in fact works with them for
a living), and whom children love very much.

Anyway, back to the events of the day.  After our funtime in my bed, we
went to watch TV.  Eventually Raphi's mother came and told the girls to get
dressed already.  They got dressed and we went back to the beach.  While we
were exploring on the dunes, it got really hot outside and Annique took off
her sweater, revealing the tank top she was wearing underneath and a lot
more besides that... I was in heaven of course.  (My apologies to those who
experienced a freezing white Christmas). When we went into the water, it was
really cold.  I instinctively put my arms around Annique, who clutched my
hands firmly to her chest.  Even if I had wanted to take my hands off her,
she wouldn't let me.  I held her tightly against my body, feeling her
little chest.  We were both in heaven.  Raphi was at our side the whole
time of course.  Eventually the rest of the family showed up, including
Annique's parents who had driven down to pick her up.  We were freezing,
having gone into the cold water fully clothed.  The three of us walked back
to the beachhouse.  We couldn't go inside in our wet, sandy clothes so I
suggested to the girls that we strip, and we did.  We just tossed our
clothes all over the place outside, and whoever saw the aftermath must have
thought the strewn men's clothing and underwear + girls' clothing and
underwear a strange site... but I didn't care.

After showers (not together, alas) and a fresh change of clothing, we sat
down to watch TV for another few hours.  Most of this time Annique sat in
my lap.  (Even though at 11 she is a bit "too old" for lap sitting, in the
eyes of most adults.  I am sure it looked a little bizarre to those adults
who came in the room briefly during that time, but at this point, like the
night before, I didn't care anymore.)  We shared caresses and played a lot
of "footsy."

We ended the day in my bed again, the three of us sitting under the covers
and playing with my computer.  I played some of my favourite music for
them, which they enjoyed.  Annique's mother came in and told her it was
time to go upstairs and pack... I was devastated inside, but of course I
couldn't show it at all.  Raphi joined her.  After a few minutes, Annique
came down and told me that her mother would do all her packing... and we
spent a last few minutes alone together, our arms around each other.  One
of the things I most loved about our relationship was the sense of
equality.  Whenever my arm was around her shoulder, hers was around my
waist.  Whenever my hands were on her, her hands were on me.  I knew it
wasn't even a matter of "consent" or "age" or lust or sex or anything else,
this was just perfect, righteous love.  I gave her the wrapped Christmas
present I had gotten her, and gave her a long hung and kiss goodbye.  I
couldn't even bear to go out to the living room to say goodbye to her with
everyone else, I was so destroyed.  I also knew, as I know now, that I
couldn't show it.

On the outside, I got over it pretty quickly.  Later that evening, one of
the adult family members said to me, "It's so sad that Annique's gone."
'You don't even know the half of it,' I thought.  "Oh, yeah," I said
nonchalantly.  In this horrible, unjust world, I have to stumble through
each day of existence with the inner affirmation of who I truly am, while
putting on a huge show to others in order to present myself as a "normal"
adult with "healthy" sexual desires.

I don't know if Annique and I will ever have another chance to be together
the way we were these past few days, despite all the frustrating obstacles
put in between us.

The truth is that I will always remember the special ways in which Annique
touched me, touched my soul, and reminded me what true love is.

'Go-Pre'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

It has been difficult to find much information about the cute little 15
year old actress Kimberly J. Brown, who looks and plays an 11-12 year
old in the movie "Tumbleweeds". There are some interesting scenes in the
film, where she is trying out her one-piece bathing suit, and trying to
adjust the suit so that it will properly fit her small "muffins", as she
calls them. Also, in the coming attractions for the film, it briefly
shows her discussing her "muffins" with her mother, and the young boy
she is going out with, that she has just met at the new school she is
attending, and her mother comments: "He'd better not be touching them
muffins..." Kimberly does a fine job in the film, but the the British
actress Janet McTeer has been getting the lion's share of attention for
her fine work in the film. However, American columnist Liz Smith had a
little blurb about her in her December 22nd column, entitled "The
Emerging Kimberly J. Brown":

"People are talking about: Fifteen-year-old Kimberly Brown, who stars so
memorably opposite the dazzling Janet McTeer in "Tumbleweeds." Though
she seems to have come from nowhere, she was a Daytime Emmy nominee for
her role in "Guiding Light" and performed on Broadway in "Show Boat."
Do we have another Natalie Portman on the rise?"

'?'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tsarevitch' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Stephen' recall[ed]:
>reading  recently that in
>a Scandinavian country, I think, they are actually considering adding
>instruction about masturbation to their courses, to help kids learn
>this properly.

Would one need a Masters Degree in the Self Stimulation and Pleasure
Sciences in order to be certified to teach this mandatory class??? ;'}

I wonder how many of the ASGL-L members would volunteer their time (sans
salary) just to be the teacher's aide in this class?

'Stephen' wrote:
>noticed a proliferation of legal adult porn magazines
>which emphasize teen girls. Titles like: Barely Legal <snip> They all
>proclaim to have 'the youngest girls allowed by law!' etc.

>I guess the point I am trying to make is obvious,  that there are heaps
>of 'normal' guys out there who  are turned on by younger girls.  Maybe
>not pedophilia exactly, but damn close. So why bash us??

This is nothing personal, but I rather not be associated with those types of
people who buy adult porn (No matter how 'young' the star models are.)  Living
here in the Puritanical north eastern United States, I know that many legalized
sex and nude shops and those who frequent them are STRONGLY FROWNED UPON AND
IN MANY CASES FOUGHT AGAINST in the legal and moral arenas! This association
will not help us here!

Personally, for some Freudian reason, unknown to me, for every time I ever saw
"adult porn" I become somewhat nauseous.  Is this common in anyone else here?

Also living over here in the land of the Puritans, there will be never any
chance to have an open pedophile organization.  NAMBLA is never heard about
around here where the media seems to ignore them.  And no matter how great a
spin we can put on this future lgl lobby group, no one not even the gay and
lesbian community would support it.

>For all the "goody two shoes" around, YES, this is a selfish needs that
>is getting fulfil toward me, and the kids are not aware of the rewards I
>am seeking. I get great views, and I get to snuggle with little girl.
>Find me a girl-lover who has no needs met when "dating" (wrong word) a
>little girl. Yes I know we all play games with them because we hate it.

>Sorry for last para, was just in case someone wanted to play morals with
>me.

No need to apologize or defend your widely held opinion in which you are
courageous enough to come out with....

That is all I have to mutter for right now!  I hope the new Millenium will
bring greater fortune for all lgl's.  And I hope none of you have fallen under
the bad spell of the Y2k Millennial Beast! ;~ [#])

'Tsarevitch'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Frans' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

The new IPCE Newsletter, E7, December 1999, is ready.  You are
invited to read it.

Go to < http://www.humanbeing.demon.nl/ipceweb/ >
and navigate to > Newsletters > Last issue.

See also the new Statement, the new Documentation Service List
and many new articles in the Library.

The content of the Newsletter is:

02      Introduction

03      The Turning Point, by Andre

04      Science and Morality or The Rind et al. Controversy; The
        counter arguments replied, By Dr. Frans Gieles

11      An explanation of the statistics used in the Meta-analysis,
        By Dr Frans Gieles

14      Boys and Sexual Abuse: An English Opinion
        By: D.J. West, in: Archives of Sexual Behavior, 12/1998

26      Pedophilia, Science, and Self-deception, A Criticism of Sex Abuse
        Research, By Arne Frederiksen

32      Strategic Considerations: Foucault and Man/Boy Love,
        by Mike van Houten

35      Sam Manzie speaks the truth

36      Documentation Service, List December 1999

'Frans'
---------------------------------------------------------------------
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USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

January 4th 2000

_Judge Strikes Law Against Online Sex Info to Minors_

A Contra Costa County Superior Court judge on Monday
declared unconstitutional a Penal Code section that makes
it illegal to transmit sexual material over the Internet if
the person sending the information knows the recipient is a
minor.

Judge John Minney, in granting a motion for dismissal on
one of two counts in *People v. Wheelock*, 990875-7, found
that Penal Code 288.2b violated the First and Fourteenth
Amendments as well as the commerce clause.

He cited *ACLU v. Reno*, 117 S.Ct. 2329, the U.S. Supreme
Court decision that struck down a law imposing criminal and
civil penalties on Internet users who make indecent
material available to minors. The court held that law had
the effect of silencing "some speakers whose messages would
be entitled to constitutional protection."

He also cited a 1998 New Mexico case that held that it is
impossible as a matter of law to know the age of the
recipient of such material.

Many free speech advocates were pleased about the ruling
and its implications for continued freedom of speech on the
Net.

"This is a very reasonable ruling," said Deborah Pierce,
staff attorney for the >Electronic Frontier Foundation
[http://www.eff.org] . "We have to protect our rights -
particularly our First Amendment rights. The Net allows
our rights to be placed under fire even more."

"The First Amendment guarantees us the right to speak and
impart information to other people," Pierce said. "Porn
is very vaguely defined. What constitutes pornography,
you may not think is pornography. We're dealing with a
worldwide medium. You're crossing all these
jurisdictions. Every state has things that offend them"
she said.

As Bay Area police attempt to sting alleged pedophiles
on the Internet, prosecutors have been employing
288.2b as one of their tools in court. In Contra Costa
County last spring, seven men were arrested and charged.
But a group of criminal defense attorneys, led by the
Walnut Creek firm of Clancy, Weisinger & Associates, has
been fighting the Penal Code section on grounds that it is
unconstitutional.

In the *Wheelock* case, Minney's ruling dismissed the first
count against defendant Edwin Wheelock, a Contra Costa
middle school teacher. But Wheelock still faces a further
charge of possession of child pornography. His attorney,
David Larkin, could not be reached Monday for comment.

Contra Costa District Attorney Gary Yancey said his office
will confer with the attorney general's office to gauge
whether an appeal is viable. He added that the law clearly
requires further clarification.

Julie Hast, the deputy district attorney who handled the
case, noted that a San Diego case is currently pending in
an appellate court and another appellate decision could
arise from a separate Contra Costa case. Either of those
decisions could reverse Minney's ruling.

In a similar case, Contra Costa Superior Court Judge Bruce
Van Voorhis in late November turned down a motion that the
law violated the federal commerce clause.

The dismissal is the latest in a series of Internet cases
that have been thrown out because a judge ruled that
federal laws governing sexual material and minors on the
Internet were unconstitutional.

-------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

January 6th 2000

_New trial date is set for ex-Disney exec_

LOS ANGELES -- Patrick Naughton, the former Infoseek
executive charged with using the Net to seek sex with a
minor, is headed back to court for a new trial.

U.S. Judge Edward Rafeedie announced Wednesday the
prosecution will get another chance beginning March 21 to
convince a jury to convict the onetime Internet industry
star.

In a trial ended last month, a jury deadlocked on two
felony counts.

Naughton, 34, was arrested Sept. 16 on the Santa Monica
pier in an FBI sting operation.

"We look forward to a retrial," Naughton's lead
attorney, Donald Marks, said Wednesday. "And we think we
will prevail. Again."

Wednesday, Jan. 21 was set as the new date on which a
judge will decide whether Naughton will be retried or
acquitted on the further child pornography possession
charge. The government has indicated that it wants to
retry Naughton on that count, too.

That finding has since been called into question because
the U.S. 9th Circuit Court of Appeals overturned parts
of the federal Child Pornography Prevention Act of 1996
as unconstitutional.

-------------------------------------------------------------



USA: forthcoming legal changes and challenges
-------------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_Justices still have much to consider in the new year_

WASHINGTON, -  The Supreme Court has a busy agenda
in the months ahead. The start of the new year means the
U.S. Supreme Court will soon get back to work, with some of
this term's biggest questions waiting.

[snip]
                   ... a 1994 federal law, the Violence
Against Women Act, which gives victims of sex crimes the
right to file lawsuits against their attackers even if no
criminal charges are ever brought.

The Supreme Court must decide if lower courts were
right when they declared the federal law unconstitutional,
finding that it stepped on the traditional police power of
the states to prosecute crimes. [...]

--

January 2000

The New Year rings in a jubilee of new laws around the
country, from the kooky - moose killed on New York's
highways can be dragged home as trophies - to the
frightening - child pornography in Illinois now includes
computer-generated images.

[snip] Video voyeurs - those who surreptitiously record
people in public bathrooms or elsewhere - face new
punishments in California. And child pornography, a
felony that in Illinois carries a sentence up to 15
years, now includes computer-generated images.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Canada:
-------------------------------------------------------------

January 5th 2000

_Porn law violates free expression, suspect tells Supreme Court_

VANCOUVER -- Canada's child-pornography law violates the
freedom-of-expression guarantee in the Constitution, a
pornography suspect says in written arguments to the
Supreme Court of Canada.

Two lower courts have agreed with Robin Sharpe that the
law is unconstitutional, but Sharpe said in an interview
Monday he did not think he would win at the top court.

"I'm not optimistic," Sharpe said. "If it was a
question of law, I think quite clearly I'd win."
He said the controversy over his case had put "enormous
political pressure" on the Supreme Court to uphold
child-pornography laws.

Sharpe's lawyers filed written arguments with the Supreme
Court last month. On Jan. 18 and 19, they will argue before
the top court.

The lawyers say the law is so broadly written that it
makes it illegal to possess materials that do not harm
children. Such materials, they argue, include:

 Works of the imagination such as drawings or sculptures
 of children engaged in sexual acts.

 Pictures of sexual acts of those between 14 to 17, acts
 that are legal in Canada.

"For example, a 16-year-old girl who possesses a drawing
of her sexual activity with her boyfriend, or a 17-year-old
boy who makes a drawing of his erect penis, is guilty of
possession of child pornography," they write.

"The implications of state prohibitions on the private
possession of recorded thoughts was contemplated by George
Orwell in 1984," they write.

Sharpe won his first victory when British Columbia Supreme
Court Justice Duncan Shaw ruled the law against possession
of child pornography was unconstitutional. That ruling was
upheld in a 2-1 decision by the B.C. Court of Appeal.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Eire/Ireland:
-------------------------------------------------------------

21st December 1999

_Man gets jail for Internet libel of teacher_

A man who spread Internet messages alleging one of his
former teachers was a paedophile has been jailed for
2 1/2 years. He sent the messages to Internet bulletin
sites and by email to another teacher in his former school.
It was the first case of its kind to come before Dublin
Circuit Criminal Court.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Spain (posted on BoyChat):
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Age of Consent still at 12_

"I write you from Spain, and I'm afraid your info about the
legal age of consent here is wrong. The law [up]raising it
to 13 years old didn't pass the parliament approbation -
so the age [of consent in Spain] is still 12 years old for
all kinds of sex."

-------------------------------------------------------------



Australia:
-------------------------------------------------------------

6th January 1999

_Adult industry may challenge censorship as unconstitutional_

The adult industry has warned that the Federal
Government's strict new legislation to expurgate sexually
explicit and violent internet material is unconstitutional
and may face a High Court challenge.

A pro-erotica group, the Eros Foundation, is anxious to
test the Broadcasting Services Amendment (Online Services)
Act 1999, which came into effect on January 1 and prohibits
RC- and X-rated material on Australian websites.

Eros spokeswoman Ms Fiona Patten said the legislation
interfered with free trade across borders by prohibiting
the electronic distribution of X-rated videos across State
boundaries.

"It's legal to distribute X-rated videos from the ACT or
Northern Territory via Australia Post, but this legislation
seeks to make it illegal to send it via Telstra," Ms Patten
said.

She believed the Constitution protected the right of
X-rated video licensees to distribute material over any
medium, including telephone wires, and said the legislation
would prevent them from advertising in regional newspapers
with websites.

Mr Malcolm Day, the promoter of AdultShop.com, which
recently purchased the Barbarellas retail chain and phone
sex business, said the strict internet censorship regime
would inhibit the company's development.

He said AdultShop.com was looking to introduce
pay-per-view video, but could not post it on an Australian
website and comply with the legislation. Internet content
with an X rating could be shielded with age verification
technology.

Meanwhile, the Liberal Party's Young Liberals have warned
that the legislation will deter investment in the
telecommunications sector.

At their national convention today, the Young Liberals
will debate a motion calling on the Government to jettison
the legislation.

--

_Freedom group move to the USA_

Protesting new Internet laws that will come into effect on
January 1, 2000, Australian online freedoms group
Electronic Frontiers Australia (EFA) has packed up its Web
site and moved to the US.

Greg Taylor, the EFA's Webmaster, said that the move was
necessary to avoid the risk of a take-down notice and
because, with the lack of any precedent, the group was
unsure whether it would need to restrict access to adults.

"In the absence of any precedent for the application of
film and video classification guidelines to Internet
content, it is impossible for us to know whether anything
on our Web site would be 'prohibited content' under the
legislation," said Taylor.

-------------------------------------------------------------





UK: technology
-------------------------------------------------------------

January 6th 2000

_Children account for mobile sales surge_

The chirp of mobile phones is likely to dominate school
playgrounds as a result of pre-Christmas sales that saw up
to 300,000 children receive handsets as presents.

Children played a large role in a sales surge that has
pushed the number of British users up to 24 million, about
40 per cent of the population.

A BBC* Newsround* survey found that mobile telephones were
the most-requested Christmas gift by people aged 10 to 15.
The communication tools had displaced traditional toys and
even computer games.

Now that 40 per cent of Britons own mobiles, the networks
are targeting children and a Nintendo phone is being
produced in Japan which will allow children to play games
with friends.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK: technology
-----------------------------------------------------------

_UK company offers crypto email for Win2000_

7th Jan 2000

London-based data security company Reflex has developed the
first commercial encryption email application fully
compliant with Windows 2000 as well as with latest S/MIME 3
technology.

Reflex MailSafe applies a Triple-DES 168-bit algorithm to
S/MIME 3 email communications and plugs neatly into
Microsoft Outlook Express on Windows9X, NT and 2000
platforms. It is one of the strongest commercial product
available outside the US, where it is still illegal to
export this level of encryption.

S/MIME 3 (Secure/Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions) is
the latest version of the email protocol designed to ensure
secure email communications. It employs the Diffie-Hellman
public-key algorithm along with Digital Signature Algorithm
for message authentication. This is the standard for
British government departments such as the CESG
(Communications-Electronics Security Group).

Compatibility with S/MIME 3 and Windows 2000 will make
MailSafe attractive to users who rely on Outlook Express
and who requiring both security and ease of use.

  [ Translation: it's good for dummies who can't master
    any mail application that's more complex than
    MS Outlook Express. ]

"US government export conditions have forced US and
Canadian vendors to use the relatively weak 40-bit RC2
encryption offered by S/MIME 2 in markets outside North
America," says Reflex's Managing Director, Andy Campbell.
"We're offering much stronger S/MIME 3 encryption, a
Triple-DES 168-bit algorithm with Diffie-Hellman key
exchange up to 4,096 bits in length.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Security:
-----------------------------------------------------------

How to set an anonymous proxy in Netscape:

"Edit, Preferences, + on Advanced, Proxies, radio button on
Manual Proxy configuration, view, enter the address of your
chosen proxy server, enter its port number, and under
exceptions, enter the url of that same proxy server
(without the http://www.).

Ummm... a word about this. Anon proxies allow us to protect
our anonymity. If we try to do something unsavory, and the
issue is pushed, the admin at the proxy will turn over his
log, and our true IP will be known. So it's not a 007
license to whatever."

-----------------------------------------------------------



Feature article from a right-wing journal:
-----------------------------------------------------------

August 30th 1999

_Beware the Child Protectors_

When Salt Lake City police and caseworkers from the state
Division of Child and Family Services (DCFS) surrounded the
home of Janet Adolf on June 4th, they were not responding
to an accusation of child abuse or neglect. The armed raid
had been staged to seize Mrs. Adolf's eight-year-old
daughter, who wasn't at home - although her three terrified
siblings were. According to Mrs. Adolf's attorney Michael
Humiston, the order had been issued because he had advised
caseworkers of his intention to monitor their visits to
Mrs. Adolf's home in order "to protect Janet's rights."

As the case is described by Humiston, Mrs. Adolf's problems
began when her eight-year-old daughter was "intimidated"
into making allegations of sexual abuse. Although the
family's original caseworker, Kirk Soderquist, "tried to
tell the court that there was no basis to the allegations,"
the youngster was removed from her home and temporarily
placed in foster care; Soderquist was removed from the case
and replaced with another caseworker.

_"What Rights?"_

After a month in a foster home, the child was returned to
Mrs. Adolf and a second caseworker was assigned to make
regular home visits. Humiston left a message with DCFS
announcing his intention to "coordinate" the visits, so
that he could be present to protect "the family's Fourth
and Fifth Amendment rights." According to Humiston, when
this was explained to Judge Sharon McCully of Utah's Third
District Juvenile Court - who issued the order that led to
the June 4th raid - she exclaimed, "What rights?"

Humiston, an attorney from Heber City, Utah, contends that
the State of Utah has conducted "a systematic reign of
terror." "By law, parents can be anonymously accused, and
never get to face their accusers," observes Humiston.
"There's no right to a jury, no right to remain silent, and
no presumption of innocence. Worst of all, all proceedings
are conducted in secret. The State regularly terminates
parents' rights without ever showing that the parents are
unfit."

In early March, Humiston filed a $500 million class-action
suit against Utah Attorney General Janet Graham and several
other state officials on behalf of five families whose
children had been seized by the DCFS. According to
Humiston, the amount of damages sought in the lawsuit is
equivalent to the amount of child welfare subsidies
received by the state of Utah since 1994.

The situation described by Humiston is by no means unique
to Utah. Across the United States, thousands of families
have been ripped apart by child "protection" bureaucracies.
Parents in such circumstances find that if they have been
"hot-lined" - that is, reported anonymously by a dutiful
citizen, teacher, or acquaintance - they enjoy none of the
rights and immunities associated with due process. Acting
in the "best interests of the child," social workers can
terminate parental rights on a whim, and order police
agencies to enforce those whimsical decisions at gunpoint.

Even more ominously, child "protection" agencies across the
nation, following a totalitarian blueprint and fueled with
taxpayer dollars, are seeking to create a compulsory "home
visitation" system, through which agents of the state will
be able to subject parents to regular scrutiny - and
determine whether or not children, as "state property,"
will be permitted to remain with questionable parents.
Supporters of this concept have worked stealthily for
nearly a quarter of a century to create a national home
visitation network. Should they succeed, armed raids
similar to the one mounted against the home of Janet Adolf
may become quite common.

_"Village" Takeover_

During her recent "listening tour" of central New York
State, Hillary Rodham Clinton had scheduled a visit to
Elmira to call attention to that city's "early childhood
intervention program" - the Pre-natal and Early Infancy
Project (PEIP). Christopher Caldwell of the
neo-conservative *Weekly Standard*, who covered the First
Lady's Senate campaign swing, explained that PEIP is a
child abuse program that "involves sending social workers
on regularly scheduled *pre-emptive* visits into the homes
of children whose parents are deemed to put them 'at risk'
of wrong parenting."

In her ghostwritten manifesto *It Takes a Village*, Mrs.
Clinton gushes, "I cannot say enough in support of home
visits" by government social workers. After all, she
declares, "Keeping children healthy in body and mind is the
family's and the village's first obligation," and in those
"terrible times when no adequate parenting is available -
the village itself must act in place of parents. It accepts
those responsibilities in all our names through the
authority we vest in government...."

Insisting that in matters of suspected abuse or neglect of
children, "a child's safety must take precedence over the
preservation of a family that has allowed abuse to occur,"
Mrs. Clinton contends that "social workers and courts
should make decisions about terminating parental rights of
abusive parents more quickly, rather than removing and
returning abused children time and again."

Government-authorized "home visitors" of the type extolled
by the First Lady are authorized to pass judgement on the
"adequacy" of parents, and to summon child protection
workers should it be decided that the "village" must now
"act in place" of inadequate parents.

Like most advocates of home visitation programs, Mrs.
Clinton invokes child abuse to justify state intervention
within the home. However, as the Physicians Resource
Council (PRC), an affiliate of the Alabama Family
Alliance, documents in a new study entitled *The Parent
Trainers*, "most advocates of home visitation clearly
state that their goal is to institutionalize home
visitation services for *all* new parents."

Deborah Daro, a former research director for Prevent Child
Abuse America (PCAA), candidly explained that the objective
"is to bring home visitation services to *all* new parents."

The U.S. Advisory Board on Child Abuse and Neglect, which was
empanelled by George Bush in 1991, reached the same
conclusion, calling for "the sequential implementation of a
universal voluntary neo-natal home visitation system"
(which by strict definition could not be at once
"universal" and "voluntary").

Home visitors - who are also called Family Support Workers
(FSW) - serve three missions, according to the PCAA. First,
"being a teacher is central" to the FSW's mission. Second,
"the home visitor is also a friend, adviser, and advocate
for parents," and is responsible for helping forge links
between the family and local "community service" agencies.
"Finally," states the PCAA, "the home visitor is a monitor"
who is expected to develop a "collaborative relationship"
with the local Child Protective Services (CPS) agency, and
in that capacity she is expected to "set up regular
consultation sessions with CPS to review cases" and to
take "appropriate actions when abuse or neglect or
imminent harm are suspected."

In other words, home visitors/FSWs are the designated
"watchful eyes" of the state within the home, empowered to
"teach" parents, shepherd them into the suffocating embrace
of the state, and arrange for the seizure of children from
parents deemed unsuitable. Furthermore, since enrollment
in most home visitation programs begins with the birth of
the child (and in some, enrollment begins *before* birth),
the clear purpose is to make the state, by way of the home
visitor, the custodian of first resort for the children
involved.

"We must remove the children from the crude influence of
families," Soviet Communist Party educators were instructed
at a conference in 1918. "We must take them over and, to
speak frankly, nationalize them." Dr. C. Henry Kempe, the
most influential American advocate of home visitation
programs, subscribed wholeheartedly to that concept.

Dr. Kempe was co-author of the ground-breaking 1968 book
*The Battered Child*, which inaugurated the contemporary
"war on child abuse." Kempe's work was cited as
authoritative by the U.S. Advisory Board on Child Abuse and
Neglect, and by the American Academy of Pediatrics when it
recommended in 1998 that pediatricians should "advocate at
the local, state, and national levels for the funding - of
quality home-visitation programs." Not surprisingly, Kempe
also earned favorable mention in Hillary Clinton's *It
Takes a Village*. What makes Kempe's influence troubling is
the fact that he was an unabashed proponent of the
totalitarian view that children are "state property," and
that home visitation should be "a compulsory, universal
service" imposed on American families. In a June 9, 1975
lecture to the Ambulatory Pediatric Association in Toronto,
Dr. Kempe set forth his vision of a system intended to
enforce "children's rights" within the home - a vision
remarkably similar to the one expressed by Hillary Clinton
in her law journal writings and in *It Takes a Village*.

While most people would acknowledge that that sometimes
dismal, tragic circumstances can characterize the plight
of a relatively small number of children in our country,
Kempe insisted that the conditions he described were
normal rather than exceptional, and thus justified a "limited
intrusion into family privacy by society" in the form of
"health visitors." Such visitors would be regarded as
"fully capable of determining which children are at risk,
whether they are thriving adequately or not doing well,"
and help to "form a bridge between these families and the
health care system." Regular intervention in the home would
continue until the child reached school age, at which time
"many of the health visitor's duties will be taken over by
the teacher, the school nurse, or the school nurse
practitioner."

Kempe emphasized that the regime he described would not be
limited to troubled families; rather, participation in the
home "health visitor" program would be compulsory for all,
"similar to the concept of compulsory, universal
schooling".

_Lethal Guardians_

It is important to recognize that Kempe, in
well-established totalitarian fashion, assumes that parents
are more dangerous to children than strangers acting as
officers of the state, which is, after all, the most
powerful instrument of organized coercion and lethal
violence. Once again, Kempe's priorities are in harmony
with instructions given in 1918 to Soviet educators, who
were told: "From the first days of their lives [Soviet
children] will be under the healthy influence of Communist
children's nurseries and schools. There they will grow up
to be real Communists."

Kempe also emphasized that a stealthy, incremental approach
would be necessary in order to construct a nationwide home
visitation system. The program could begin in "any state,
or any of our 3,362 counties," he told his audience in
Toronto. Furthermore, he admonished advocates to be
flexible enough to adjust their proposals to meet local
conditions. "If it should turn out that local or state
health departments are not very interested or are unwilling
to undertake the health visitor program, there may be other
approaches for its implementation," he observed. Pointing
out that the state of Michigan had "placed the charge on
the [state] Department of Education to assure that everyone
is 'educable,'" Kempe explained that this mandate "gives
the Department the right to provide screening procedures
and comprehensive health care to make every child
school-ready."

This same approach has been used by the federal government
in recent years to justify intervention in the home at
ever-earlier stages in the life of a child. The Clinton
Administration's Goals 2000 - which was an outgrowth of a
national education agenda created by the Bush
Administration in 1989 - provides millions of dollars in
federal subsidies for state early-intervention programs,
all of which are justified by the supposed need to ensure
that children arrive at the doorstep of government schools
"ready to learn."

_State Property_

According to Kempe, "those of us who are qualified to
assess and correct the problems that produce child abuse
and 'failure to thrive' should have the authority to
intervene effectively for the good of the suffering child."
The range of interventions anticipated by Kempe is
limitless, given that he explicitly described the child as
the property of the state.

During the 1992 presidential campaign, Hillary Clinton
provoked widespread criticism for her suggestion that
children should have the right to "divorce" their parents -
but, once again, she was merely building upon Dr. Kempe's
work. "When marriages fail, we have an institution called
divorce, but between parent and child, divorce is not yet
socially sanctioned," Kempe commented during his 1975
lecture. For parents deemed unsuitable by the state,
"voluntary relinquishment [of parental rights] should be
put forth as a desirable social act - to be encouraged for
many of these families," Kempe declared. "When that fails,
legal termination of parental rights should be attempted."

From Kempe's perspective, parents exercise authority over
their children only by the grace of the state, and the
state has the right to revoke parental authority at any
time: "Where the state is supreme, the particular problem
is easily managed; in a dictatorship each child belongs to
the state and you may not damage state property. The really
first-rate attention paid to the health of all children in
less free societies makes you wonder whether one of our
cherished democratic freedoms is the right to maim our own
children."

Of course, it is nonsense on stilts to say that children
who live in "less free societies" have been the
beneficiaries of "first-rate attention." When Kempe offered
this paean to totalitarianism, the world had not yet beheld
the horrifying spectacle of the state-run orphanages in
Communist Romania, in which thousands of children lived and
died in unimaginable filth and squalor. Nicolae Ceausescu,
the Transylvanian despot who ruled Romania until he was
murdered by his outraged subjects in 1989, articulated a
statist philosophy of child care nearly identical to
Kempe's, insisting that the individual Romanian child "is
the socialist property of the whole society."

Communist China's child care policies are also in harmony
with Kempe's vision of the child as "state property." A
Chinese population control commissar explained in 1979:
"China is a socialist country. This means that the
interests of the individual must be subordinated to the
interests of the state.... Socialism should make it
possible to regulate the reproduction of human beings so
that population growth keeps in step with the growth of
material production." Since children are "state property"
in Red China, those conceived without authorization by the
state are either killed in the womb, murdered through
infanticide, or confined in state-run orphanages.

Steven W. Mosher, one of the world's leading experts on
China's "one-child" policy, describes that nation's
government-run orphanages as "killing fields." Human Rights
Watch-Asia reported in 1989 that Chinese orphanages have a
mortality rate of at least 72 percent, with medical neglect
and malnutrition the leading causes of death. Most of the
children consigned to this hell are girls; an account
recently smuggled out of China described a case in which a
starving girl child, desperately seeking surcease from
starvation, attempted to eat the flesh from her own arm.

Such is the fate of children blessed by the "first-rate
attention" provided by the "less free societies" extolled
by Kempe as models for an American child care regime.

_Foot in the Door_

Dr. Kempe was the founding director of the Kempe National
Center for the Prevention and Treatment of Child Abuse and
Neglect at the University of Colorado. Kempe's successor,
Dr. Richard Krugman, served as chairman of President Bush's
U.S. Advisory Board on Child Abuse and Neglect, which
recommended "the sequential implementation of a universal
voluntary" home visitation system.

In 1985, the state of Hawaii enacted the "Healthy Start"
program, a home visitation program that identifies "at
risk" families through screening at birth. Healthy Start
literature acknowledges that the program "evolved from the
work of the Kempe program in Denver."

A recent evaluation of Healthy Start conducted by a panel
of Ph.D.s found that for families enrolled in the program,
"no overall benefits emerged on child development; the
child's home learning environment; parent-child
interaction; well-child care; pediatric health use for
illness or injury; child maltreatment - or maternal life
skills, mental health, social support, or substance abuse."

However, the program was successful in its chief covert
objective: the insinuation of state agents into the private
affairs of a majority of Hawaiian families. Healthy Start
officials, according to the PRC report *The Parent
Trainers*, are now "screening over 52 percent of all new
births in the state and provid[ing] services to roughly 20
percent of all newborns and their families."

In 1992, Hawaii's Kempe-inspired Healthy Start program was
used as the template for the Healthy Families America (HFA)
initiative, which was created by Prevent Child Abuse
America (PCAA) in conjunction with the Freddie Mac
Corporation and Ronald McDonald Charities. PCAA, it will be
recalled, seeks a "universal, voluntary" home visitation
program, and the organization boasts that "virtually all 50
states have a public/private sector task force" promoting
home visitation services under various program names. "In
California," notes the PRC, "programs are called 'Welcome
Home Baby,' Georgia's program is known as 'First Steps,'
Colorado's 'Bright Beginnings,' Illinois' 'Good
Beginnings,' Massachusetts' 'Good Start,' and Arkansas'
'New Beginnings'...."

To those state-level examples, a recent report published by
the David and Lucille Packard Foundation (a major corporate
supporter of home visitation programs) adds Missouri's
"Parents as Teachers" program; the "Nurse Home Visitation
Program" - based on Elmira, New York's PEIP program - which
has been put in place in Memphis, Tennessee and Denver,
Colorado, "and [is] now being replicated nationally";
Arkansas' Home Instruction Program for Preschool Youngsters
(HIPPY), "which seeks to prepare 3-year to 5-year-olds for
kindergarten and first grade"; and the Comprehensive Child
Development Program, "a five-year federal demonstration
program that worked with poor families in 24 sites to
promote children's development, parents' ability to parent,
and family self-sufficiency." Irrespective of the program
title, all elaborate on C. Henry Kempe's planned design
of using home visitation programs as an incremental means
of nationalizing children as "state property."

The PCAA reports that "Healthy Family" sites, under various
names, are operating in 42 states and the District of
Columbia. A recent survey by the organization found that
one in five parents with children under the age of one
received some type of home visitation service in 1997.
Furthermore, the organization's effort to make home
visitation universal received a tremendous boost in the
federal budget for fiscal year 1999: The PCAA received $33
million through the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment
Act, and an additional $14 million for "research and data
collection." The organization's 42 state chapters also have
access to Children's Trust Funds, which are financed
through surcharges on marriage licenses and birth
certificates, fees for vanity license plates, and
check-offs on individual state income tax returns.

In addition, the PCAA "was instrumental in the
reauthorization of the Family Preservation and Support
Services Program (renamed the Safe and Stable Families
Program)," points out *The Parent Trainers*. Federal
funding for that program, which totaled $275 million in
fiscal year 1999, is projected to increase to $305 million
by 2001 - and a large portion of that amount will be
devoted to cultivating and expanding government home
visitation efforts.

_Testing for Child Abuse_

In order to determine which newborn children are "at-risk"
and thus qualify for home visitations, observes *The Parent
Trainers*, state-based "Healthy Family" groups must "gain
access to medical records of women who are pregnant or have
just given birth. To complete this phase, HFA programs
employ 'Family Assessment Workers' (FAWs) who will screen
and assess mothers to determine their risk status." In some
cases, an FAW "is designated as a temporary, volunteer
employee of the hospital (when she is on hospital grounds)
to allow her access to medical records. In other cases, a
member of the hospital staff may agree to do the initial
record screen and then make referrals to the FAW. Or, the
FAW may not have access to medical records, but may be
allowed to enter hospital rooms and administer 'verbal
screens' by asking postpartum mothers directly to answer
the questions on the 15-point initial screen."

The questions in the initial screening deal with the
mother's marital status and history, education,
socio-economic status, family background, and the like. A
"positive score on any two" of the items, notes a PCAA
document, will result in a referral for an "in-person
interview" involving the "Kempe Family Stress Checklist"
(FSC) - ten open-ended, invasive questions presented to
both parents. The FSC is supposedly designed to determine a
parent's propensity toward child abuse. On each question
the parent receives a score from 0 (no risk) to 10 (highest
risk). According to Hawaii's Healthy Start training manual
(a model for state-level programs nation-wide), "a total
score of 25 or above for either parent places a family in
the high risk category, eligible for Healthy Start home
visitor services." However, as *The Parent Trainers *points
out, "A score of 25 - is fairly standard. In other words,
if either parent is classified as a 'moderate' risk on any
five of the ten issues listed above, that parent would be
considered a high risk and in need of home visitation
services."

Among typical FSC questions can be found inquiries
regarding "harsh punishment"; PCAA literature emphasizes
that spanking is considered a form of abuse. Having been
"suspected of abuse" is another risk factor for a parent,
as is being "in the midst of multiple crises or stresses,"
having "unrealistic expectations of the child's behavior,"
or perceiving a child's behavior as "difficult or
provocative." Clearly the FSC is designed to define most -
if not all - parents as placing their children "at risk."
This is to be expected, given that the objective of
"Healthy Start" and its offspring is a *universal* system -
based on voluntary enrollment if possible, but employing
coercion if necessary.

The FAWs charged with conducting "screenings" and arranging
for home visitations are generally volunteers who may have
had only a few days of training. No specialized academic
background is required to become a FAW; a high school
diploma or its equivalent is sufficient. (One PCAA survey
found that one-quarter of all FAWs had no college
training.) FAWs are encouraged to lure parents into
visitation programs by offering bottles, breast pumps, or
other helpful gifts to parents as a pretext for a
post-hospital visit. "Comments made at a recent HFA
national conference indicate 'creative outreach' may also
include sending flowers to the reluctant mother on Mother's
Day, or even sending flowers to the mother of the mother,
if it appears she is the source of resistance," observes
*The Parent Trainers*. "It may also include taking the
reluctant mother out to the beauty parlor if this may gain
her confidence and make her feel obligated to participate
in the program." These tactics inevitably appeal to poorer
families, many of them ethnic - and so subtle forms of
racial prejudice may enter the FAW's evaluation.

To illustrate the success of such tactics, an Arizona
program reported that "90 percent of mothers offered the
program accept HFA services." Furthermore, PCAA urges FAWs
to make "persistent outreach efforts" for several months,
if necessary, until reluctant families "have explicitly
indicated that they do not want the service." Recalcitrant
parents, according to PCAA, are "often at greatest risk
and, therefore, are in greatest need of the service."
Should Kempe's vision of compulsory home visitation to
protect children be consummated, it stands to reason that
rebellious parents would be the first to have their
children taken from them - as the case of Janet Adolf's
family in Salt Lake City would seem to illustrate.

_Levels of Involvement_

As is almost always the case with any grand, malevolent
scheme, the Kempe-inspired home visitation campaign makes
malicious use of the worthy motives of otherwise decent
people. Diana Lightfoot, director of the Physician's
Research Council and co-author of *The Parent Trainers*,
explained to The New American: "There are three levels at
which the home visitation scheme is working. At the first,
most immediate level, we have the social workers or FAWs
themselves, who usually have no agenda beyond doing
fighting child abuse, helping children get a good start,
helping parents who may be overwhelmed. And of course,
these are all very commendable motives."

At the second, intermediate level, continued Lightfoot, "we
have the state departments of social services and other
government officials who know some part of the larger
picture and consciously deceive the public about what's
going on, but they believe that their noble end justifies
the unethical means they employ. For a lot of state
officials, the chief motivation is money; there is a lot of
taxpayer money being thrown at the states by the federal
government for these programs. At the top level we have the
ideologues - the Hillary Clinton, Janet Reno, and Donna
Shalala types - who have an ideological commitment to
create a certain type of society, and are willing to use
the power of the government to re-structure the traditional
family."

Dr. Sam Watson, Lightfoot's co-author, remarked that "Kempe,
despite his reputation as a great humanitarian, praised
totalitarian states and urged that we adopt a totalitarian
child care policy. This is also very much the mindset of
the current administration, and much of the institutionalized
anti-child abuse movements. The model and demonstration programs
that are springing up all over the country are the product
of that same mindset as well. In some states, money from
the state lottery is underwriting home visitation programs;
in others it is money from the tobacco settlement. These
sources of revenue have been a real windfall for advocates
of home visitation."

"The seed of Kempe's vision has been planted, it has been
watered with taxpayer money," Lightfoot stated. "Whether it
will grow to fruition depends upon the American public. It
is vitally important that we educate families and parents
about the dangers of home visitation programs, and the
totalitarian nature of the vision behind those programs."

-----------------------------------------------------------



Feature article:
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Spring 1999

_Art and Child Pornography_


 __A soft, rather effeminate boy of twelve or thirteen,
 clothed only in richly ornamented leather boots and large
 pointed hat crowned with laurel, stands with his left hand
 on his hip and a great sword on his right. His right foot
 rests upon a wreath, while his left foot toys idly with the
 severed head of Goliath. One huge wing of whose helmet
 caresses the inside of the boy's right thigh. The
 lascivious content of the statue, while it may reveal
 aspects of Donatello's own character, poses problems
 concerning the meaning of the work, probably destined for
 the Medici.__


So wrote Frederick Hartt in his *History of Italian
Renaissance Art* about Donatello's *David*, the earliest
known nude statue in the round since antiquity. Aside from
the question of whether an artist's works reflect his life
or personality, one must recognize that eroticism has been
an important part of artistic expression since the earliest
days of the Renaissance. Nude women (mainly) and nude men
populate painting and sculpture to point that one becomes
blase' to the implications. After all, how many people are
shocked by the erotic elements of Michelangelo's *David* or
Botticelli's *Birth of Venus*? But adults are not the only
objects of sexual desire in the history of art, but, as the
quotation above illustrates, children - almost always boys
of a certain age - are also. Not only Donatello, but later,
when the Renaissance is giving way to the early Baroque, we
have paintings by Correggio, Parmigianino, and Caravaggio.
Who can look at Parmigianino's Cupid presenting his
posterior to viewer without seeing the invitation and the
warning? What is the sub-text of Caravaggio's nude
pre-pubescent St. John embracing a ram? Even the supposedly
stuffy nineteenth century had its share of artists willing
to present children in a context that could be taken to be
erotic; one thinks of Prudhon and Bouguereau. Many of
those unfamiliar with art history see these works straight
off as pornographic. The tendency of art-lovers however has
been to deny this element from a reflexive fear that
acknowledging it would collapse all possible meaning into a
crude reduction. As if, for example, Bernini's *Apollo and
Daphne* were described as only a depiction of an attempted
rape (Ruth Rendell). This fear has some basis, but one
cannot let this fear blind one to an important aspect of
various works. Nude children can certainly represent a
state of innocence before the onset of self-consciousness,
but those who claim to see nothing else are being
disingenuous.

The advent of photography has added another layer of
contention. Painting and sculpture was always about the
communication between the artist and the viewer, but now
the model has become part of the conversation. The
NEA-supported exhibition of Robert Mapplethorpe's
photographs several years ago produced accusations of child
pornography when it included pictures of naked kids.
Booksellers are currently receiving protests for including
books by Jock Sturges and Sally Mann in their stock. The
objections aren't based only on the nudity and its effect
on the viewer, but on the alleged violation of the
subject's privacy by the viewer and the photographer. For
many, not only in religious and conservative circles, but
the feminist left also, this violation is tantamount to
sexual abuse. The American Civil Liberties Union's position
is that images of any type should be freely available to
those that want them. It believes that the laws against the
actual sex abuse are enough and that suppression of the
photos themselves are unnecessary and unconstitutional. The
opponents of the ACLU's position maintain that allowing
child pornography to remain legal encourages further abuse.
The US Supreme Court has sided with the opponents and ruled
that there is a "compelling state interest" in the
suppression of child pornography and that, not only the
trafficking in, but the mere possession of such material
can be outlawed by Federal, state, and local governments.

The question is, of course, what constitutes pornography.
The word formerly meant any sort of material intended to
produce sexual arousal whether it was text, pictures, or
objects. But currently it seems to refer exclusively, for
legal purposes, to photographs. I was in Books-A-Million
once, and came across a book published by Taschen entitled
*Erotica Universalis* which contained a number of explicit
drawings of children involved in sexual activity. There
were no protesters at the door, nor policemen confiscating
stock, so I assume that selling this book is legal. These
however were clearly drawings. A Federal court has held, in
the case of Jock Sturges, that photographs of nude children
are not in themselves pornographic enough to warrant legal
sanction. But how far can a photographer go? St. Martin's
Press stopped publishing Will McBride's *Show Me* because
of the child pornography laws, but used copies are still
freely bought and sold by reputable dealers such as
Powell's. In fact, the same photographs of masturbating
children and juvenile erections are included in his current
book *I, Will McBride*. David Hamilton is still putting out
books of photographs of naked nymphets for the Humbert
Humbert's of the world. The legal standard, then, seems to
be that to be considered child pornography, the medium must
be photographs of actual children engaged in explicit
sexual activity.

I'm not sure this is completely clear though. I imagine a
thought experiment: an artist with considerable technical
skill and emotional fortitude makes large-scale drawings -
say eight feet by ten feet - of children engaged in sexual
activity of various kinds without using models or
photographs, only his imagination and knowledge of anatomy.
He then photographs the drawings in a reduced format, such
as eight inches by ten inches, to give the illusion of fine
detail. The result is a series of images that are
indistinguishable from photographs of live models without
careful and knowledgeable examination. This would eliminate
any objections based on emotional violation of the
subjects. During the exhibition, hidden microphones and
video cameras record the responses of gallery visitors. He
has a good lawyer, and he openly braves any legal action.
Would his work be considered prosecutable by law
enforcement, and would the courts uphold any prosecution
and possible conviction? The prosecution could argue that
while such work is not a violation of particular children,
it's a violation of all children. The artist undercuts,
they might claim, the efforts of the State to protect
children by inciting the pedophiles and pederasts in the
population and making such activity seem commonplace and
acceptable.

  [ Note: And if he videotapes his creation of the work, to
    exclude any claims that he 'might have' or 'must
    have' used models. ]

Americans commonly believe that the First Amendment to the
constitution gives them complete freedom of expression, but
this is not the case. One cannot violate copyright, plan
the commission of a crime, incite someone else to criminal
activity, threaten legal authorities, or lie to law
enforcement among other things. On the face of it, the idea
that images created purely out of skill and imagination
could be illegal seems absurd. But societies and their
governments can outlaw anything considered offensive and
pernicious enough and attempt to enforce it - even thoughts
and their expression. To recognize this, one has only to
consider the religious controversies of the past and the
suppression of various sorts of belief and worship. The
best results are achieved when most of the population
agrees with and actively supports the efforts of the
authorities. This is the case with child pornography; the
common assumption is that if one is not against it, then
one must be for it. My hypothetical artist would not only
have to fear prosecution, he would have to endure the
certain vilification of his work and the suppositions about
his character ala Frederick Hartt. "Why are you dwelling on
this subject in particular?", people would ask, and to be
sure it's a fair question. His answer would be:

"The artwork is not only the images themselves, but the
public and legal response to it. I am curious as to the
point at which the confluence of paper, charcoal, and
imagination becomes criminal. One can only examine this
question on the subjects that society finds most
provocative, and the sole remaining subject that can excite
a strong enough response involves children. The Philistine
element of society has the habit of reducing works of art
to their crudest element. I am attempting to raise the most
explicit pornography to art by giving it multiple layers of
meaning."

Is his answer good enough?

------------------------------------------------------------
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Winter 2000

The Gauntlet ("Exploring the Limits of Free Expression").

http://www.gauntletpress.com/magazine/Default.htm

Special issue: _Bad Boys (and Girl) of Erotic Photography /
The Furor Over Nude Youth in Art._

This 120 pp.  special issue includes "Born Naked: The Furor
Over Nude Youths in Art," an extensive look at censorship of
photographs of naked minors by Russ Kick; "The CPPA and the
Criminalization of Art," a new article by Lawrence Stanley
discussing current litigation over new amendments to the
child pornography law that goes further than ever before;
"What is Child Pornography," a concise explanation of what
is legal and illegal under federal law, by Lawrence Stanley;
a summary of Internet-related free speech incidents, by Russ
Kick; and reviews by L. B. Carr of Sturges' The Last Day of
Summer, Radiant Identities and Jock Sturges, Graham Ovenden's
States of Grace, David Hamilton's Age of Innocence, and
Sally Mann's Immediate Family.

The Gauntlet is the leading US civil liberties magazine.
Please support it.  Because of the nature of this issue,
they lost one of their main distributors, Diamond.

You can also also order copies of this issue (#16) from
http://www.alessandrasmile.com/  Alessandra's Smile.
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'Dalderious' writes:
------------------------------------------------

I write again in quick succession, for I must put
these words down. It is again about Sarah, the one
girl that has the ability and power over me that she
does not know.

Just earlier I was at her house, and I was helping her
sister study for a test. Sarah was wearing a skirt
that I have not seen her wear before. It was lighter
than her usual colors and I didn't think it quite
matched the rest of her outfit. I didn't want to say
that outright to her, however, at least not right
away. I just couldn't get myself to say it. So I kept
making remarks.

At one point I sat down with her sister and was about
to help her study a little more, when Sarah walked
into the room and occupied herself with what lay on
the table together with her mother. I was about to ask
her about her dress. I was also about to asked her
sister a question. So, I started to ask her sister,
yet no sound had yet left my lips, when I raised my
finger and pointed and Sarah, for I was about to ask
her. She ended up asking her mother something just
then, so I stopped and put my finger down. I hope this
is clear.

Just then, her sister blurted out, "Sarah, you have a
lover!", or something to that effect. She definitely
used the word "lover". I was shocked and terrified for
a moment. Sarah turned around and looked at her
sister. She then asked, "What did you say?". She asked
once or twice more, but to no avail, her sister did
not repeat herself. I mumbled that I didn't understand
what she had said, and it looked like the subject
dropped. Has your heart ever stopped beating? I still
cannot get over what has transpired.

  [ I guess her sister had seen that cartoon where
    the hero can't physically talk to anyone he loves. ]

I wonder if she (the sister) is jealous, or just
observant. I am not the most eligible bachelor in
town, but I do know that her sister has dropped some
hints in the past. I do not think that she knows or
understands her feelings. She wants love, but
unfortunately does not receive enough from her family.
She holds up well when they scream at her, but she
does stupid things now and then for attention, and to
see someone not get angry at her (which is an informal
proof of their love and understanding). Sarah treats
her well when alone, but can act like her peers when
they gang up on her sister.

When I try to give some attention to her sister, she
ignores me. Yet when I ignore her she vies for my
attention. She blurted out once that she would like to
marry me. This was many moons past, and I think she
just needs some good old-fashioned attention and love.

However, when I show too much attention to Sarah, she
either gets jealous or is making fun of me, for she
knows she can. I have yet to get to the bottom of
this.

Now about Sarah. I had mentioned on another occasion,
that the day she turned twelve, she looked radiant. I
long for the day to see her so beautiful again!
However, tonight, I looked at her differently.

She is definitely growing up. She is shorter than I,
yet she shows the signs of a mature woman. The 'things
on her chest' are starting to sprout, yet I guess it is
a necessary evil. I looked her in the eyes today.
While the feelings were not overwhelming, I can hardly
think of the words to put them down in writing.
Partly, for I am not an experienced writer, and
partly, for I fear that the written word would be to
mundane.

The other day, I had the pleasure of sitting down
whilst she was standing up and bending near me. I
looked up and across at her face, and saw a full pair
of lips. I had to grab the chair to restrain the urge
of grabbing her. So badly did I want to kiss her then.
I looked again the next day, the lips were gone. This
is not the first time it has happened. It is only when
I do not look that her beauty enraptures me. As I said
before I do not find her physically beautiful. Yet,
when I see her through her face, nothing else matters.

I started saying goodnight to her when I leave her
house. Once she didn't answer and asked what I
expected her to say. Now she just replies with a god
night. I wonder if she does not know, or I am only
kidding myself.

'Dalderious'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'True 777' wrote:
>I have never hurt a child - I havn't done any thing with a
>child (not since I was 12-ish, anyway).

'Desire' responded:
>You must have a different definition of nothing as I have - or a
>different definition of relationship. How can you have a
>relationship with someone and still 'do nothing' with them?

This is simply and only a misunderstanding of slang usage in US
English. "Haven't done anything" means "anything sexual".  I don't
know if the phrase would be used that way elsewhere in the
English-speaking world, but that's the usage in the USA.

--

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>Personally, for some Freudian reason, unknown to me, for every time I
>ever saw "adult porn" I become somewhat nauseous.  Is this common in
>anyone else here?

Hey, I know what you mean!  I don't feel physically nauseous, but I
don't like it.  Adult porn always seems too harsh and uncaring.  The
whole adult world seems too harsh, self-centred, suspicious,
two-faced, mean-spirited.  I'm always trying to escape into the
children's' world.

--

I wrote:
>I always wonder when a child is so affectionate toward me so
>quickly...

'Snallygaster' replied:
>It may also be a matter of the "type" of love she is getting.  Liz
>sounds like a very physical child.  She wants to be hugged and
>touched and cuddled.

I think you're right.  Her father seems like a good father -- the
girls show every sign of a healthy home life.  He may just not be the
physical type.

>She comes to you to fill that.  Just put your arms around her and
>realize how lucky you are.

Believe me, I know how lucky I am!  I feel truly blessed that she
chooses me to fill her cuddling needs.  Now I hope her father lets her
come visit.  Last time she was here, she said she'd be away for 2
weeks -- it's been 3 weeks today.  I never know in advance when she's
coming -- she just shows up at the door.

--

To 'Go-Pre':

Thanks for sharing your experiences with Annique.  I shared your
feelings through every bit of your story.  We really do have to grab
and savor these precious few moments -- and let the happy memories
sustain us through the heartbreak of separation.

The one immutable fact in the life of a pedophile is the inevitable
separation from our beloved.  One way or another, they always go
away.

'Giggle Maker'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'True' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

I'm from the US. I like Gaultlet magazine - we must
support it. It's the only US magazine that is truly
about free speech.

I'm fascinated by European law and culture. People
who know both US and Euro... please tell me...
are they more or less tolerant of child nude/erotica
photography.

   [ Like the US, Europe is made of many 'states',
     each having differing laws and cultural
     variations. ]

There, or in US or even Canada, Sally Mann's photo's
warmed my, cold, dead, black, _heart_ - it was not a
"turn on" - it was sweet.

--

To the people that called me 'wacky".  We must me losing
something in translation ;) Please consider cultural
differences before you call someone "whacky".

You guys confirmed what I was _trying_ to say.  I am sorry
if I did a bad job saying it but, that's what I meant! "She
fell asleep while I watched TV"!! is the kind of... "tiny
moment" that I love.  I really feel I've been misunderstood.

An old girl friend of mine had two girls; aged 7 and 5
they were always shy to be nude in front of me at first
we all lived together in the same "apartment" or "flat".
One day came when the seven year old needed help getting
dressed and mom wasn't home, so she let me help her.
She was totally nude in front of me, for the first time.
This is a tiny moment I will never forget. I live for
such moments. And it was not about anything _sexual_.

Love this mailing-list!

'True'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

The latest issue of the well-known UK journal _Index on
Censorship_ is themed "UNDEREXPOSED".  It is a 250-page
photographic history of the century with 200 rare
photographs. It includes a few nice girl pix; Lady Diana
Cooper (whoever she was?) posing as "Charity" surrounded by
five nude (and slightly bored looking) little angels. "Show
Me," Will McBride's sex education book for kids (banned in
the US), and a rare Sally Mann photo called "The Three
Graces" which shows Sally and her two daughters all pissing.
Nice one Sally! I didn't think you could publish pictures
like that in the U.K.?

_Index on Censorship_ at: http://www.oneworld.org/index_oc/

'?'
--------------------------------------------------------------

  [ The _Show Me_ photos were all reproduced in full in
    Will McBride's latest book (excellent, by the way but
    mostly of interest to boy-lovers), _I, Will McBride_,
    which has been around for ages now in the UK.  I would
    guess that the Mann might already have been exhibited
    in the UK, and maybe published in an exhibition
    catalogue, without prosecution ? ]



'Ko' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

I saw the photos in Vogue [German edition. Dec 99]. It is more
than absurd to consider them dangerous for children. Probably
some of these official authorities have "perverse" minds.

'Ko'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'Humbert II - A New One' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

I uh, found this story/letter and thought it might be appropriate
for the list.  It almost seems as if it were written specifically
for it, although because I am not the author, I couldn't really
say for sure.  I hope, that is, I suppose we will never know.

--

'Go-Pre', while reading your latest post I was moved nearly to
tears. Amazing that I can be half a world apart from someone and
have the exact same experiences AND feelings.  Your introspection
of the emotion at play with Annique had a great impact on me, it
was heartfelt, honest, and touches on the tragedy that we all face.

--

A Worse Fate --

Dear Penthouse Letters,

I have always read your letters and I never thought they were true, then
recently, something happened to me that changed my mind and so I had to
write:

Among my other liabilities as a human, I am almost certain I am a sexual
compulsive.  My libido is insatiable, my thirst unquenchable.  Despite
this, I have been faithful to my wife through almost a decade of marriage.
I had a score of lovers prior to my wedding, and have had many
opportunities since my wedding to increase that number.  My resolve and
will have been unshakable to be loyal to my wife, despite my truer nature.
How ironic then, that at the first time in the period between my irrational
early adult life and the edge of my more moderate middle years, that on the
eve of a new millenium, that the first person able to entice me to give in
to my basest of urges and forsake my vows should be my wife's (II y0 1g)
sister.  (and let him who hath wisdom reckon the number of the line noise)

To accurately retell this story, I must back up a bit.  My wife and I had
planned on a New Year's eve on the western coast of the USA, at the remote
beach house her parents own there.  We wanted to get out of the San Diego
suburb where we live, afraid of possible looting and terrorist activity.  A
day or two before the event, my wife had informed me that we would be
bringing her little sister along.  I was, of course, very pleased at this
prospect.  I would have a charming, lovely little travelling companion to
demand all of my attention and help pass the 3-hour drive to the
beach-house.  We would then return Alyshia to her parents, and spend the
night in our own rented house at the beach.  Or so I had assumed.  On the
day of the trip I found that her parents would not be coming down a night
early.  Unlike us, they planned on coming down on the eve of the New Years.
Lovely Alyshia would be staying over night with us.

After picking Alyshia up, we stopped in a grocery store and my wife ran in
to buy some End-Of-The-World essentials.  Alyshia and I sat in the car and
casually talked.  As is usual, there was some mild flirtation.  I noticed
that she had long, painted nails, something new that was out of character
with what her mother would allow.

"Let me see your nails," I said, taking the hand that she eagerly offered.
"What are you trying to do, look all grown up and sexy"?

In an uncharacteristically unselfconscious manner, she looked me in the eye
and said, "You could say that," while grinning a most mischievous smile.

Later in the conversation, we discussed how I had a huge crush on her, and
how she also liked me a great deal.  I was struck by her sudden boldness
and it did occur to me that she had come to some sort of inner resolution
on the nature of our unusual relationship.

My wife returned and our conversations became more conservative as we began
our journey.  During the long drive, I would often turn back around to talk
with Alyshia, resting my hand on her leg as we talked.  In recent
encounters, she has been erratic in her response to this type of contact.
Most often, she has pulled away or moved my hand, to the point where I had
considered her rejections an obvious indication that I should stop.  At one
point I had limited our physical contact to short, sterile hugs and
resolved to keep such contact on that level.  She had initiated more
contact during that period, and I felt confident I was letting her
establish new levels that she was more comfortable with.  During that time
period, we also discussed the nature of our physical contact during a rare
moment alone, which I had found a very positive exercise.  As I have said
elsewhere, it was better to have confronted the situation than to have
lived with the uncertainty.

At any rate, on this evening, she seemed very comfortable on the whole with
our contact, placing my hand on her leg, making herself more accessible to
my reach, even moving herself onto my hand when it was merely rested next
to her on the seat, at one point.

I was cautiously pessimistic about these events.  I had resolved to keep
our contact to a level that was well within the parameters of acceptable
behaviour as judged by our society.  For the most part, this has always been
the case, but I think that society would look upon our relationship and
say, "We'll, things look BASICALLY ok, but there is still something that
doesn't seem right here, we'll keep a good eye on these two."  There have
been moments here and there that rode the line, falling here and there on
either side of it.  Despite this, nothing "irrevocable" had ever transpired
between us.  While there was an obvious attraction, fondness and possibly
even an unrequited desire that was somewhat obvious to others, the fact is
that we had followed the path that society had defined for us with very few
and short exploration of some side-trails we had encountered along the way.
Most of these "trips" were of the sort that society frowns upon, but cannot
quite bring itself to punish for, and may even occasionally encourage.
Still, on a personal level, I felt a sense of resolution and peace that I
had decided to stick to a straight and narrow path, be the person that
society wants me to be.

We arrived quite late at the beach-house, and after starting the essential
services (water, heat), my wife decided it was bedtime for us.  Alyishia
protested, saying that she was not tired, and I was feeling fairly alert
and rested myself.  My wife insisted, and Alyshia went into our bedroom to
change into her night-clothes.  A few moments later she reappeared in a pair
of too-large cotton PJs, with a shirt that had an unintentionally daring
neckline.  It was the embodiment of innocent sexuality.  My wife had
changed in the bathroom, and retired to our room.  I went to the bathroom
and after taking care of my before-bed rituals I came back out to find
Alyshia in the bed outside of the bathroom.  She had the light on and was
reading a book.  She put the book down and looked at me,

"I can't go to sleep".

I sat down on the edge of her bed and asked if she would like me to rub her
back.  This is one of those borderline events I had discussed above that we
have engaged in.  When she has stayed over at our house before, she enjoys
it if I lightly rub her back until she falls asleep.  On this evening, she
eagerly agreed, and quickly rolled over and pulled her shirt up, exposing
her back.

I gently caressed and stroked her back, from the back of her neck down to
the edge of her panties.  As I did this, her breathing became heavy and
erratic.  Several times she subtly thrust her hips up away from the bed.
At least, she attempted to be subtle, but her movements were at once
restrained and erratic and uncontrolled.  I found my hands wandering more
than I usually allow them, down her sides to the edge of her hipbones,
(which is at one point where she lifted her hips).  I also traced along her
ribcage up to the edge of her budding breasts.  She moved her arms up and
out of the way and rolled to one side, allowing me more access than I took.
Finally I let my hands trace up to her hairline and down the sides of her
neck, taking each shoulder in my hand and squeezing.  She exhaled with a
low gasp or moan and her entire body convulsed, and I am sure she achieved
an orgasm.  She occasionally opened her half-lidded eyes to regard me
during this entire event.  Her facial expressions also reflected her
physical state throughout.

I continued to rub until she rolled over and sat up, smiling in a sleepy
way.

"I should go to bed," I said, feeling disappointed that this evening should
end.

"No, I'm not tired yet," she implored.  "You can't stop now".

I gave in to her without a fight, "Ok, but just for awhile more".

She asked (offered) me if she should roll back over on her stomach or if
she should lie on her back.  Feeling awkward as hell, I deferred this
decision to her.

"I don't care," she said, with no indication of rolling over on her
stomach.  I again tried to shift the decision to her.

Again she would not decide, but it was clear that she had a preference.
Giving in, I allowed her to lie on her back and began to rub her stomach.
Her top was askew and one flap of the shirt was turned up, revealing much
of her stomach and her lower ribs.  As I rubbed she arched her back and
occasionally rested her hand on mine, letting it trace my movements across
her abdomen.  Feeling emboldened, I allowed my hands to wander freely, and
her breathing again became rapid, deep and heavy.  When I moved my hands
away, she gently encouraged them back.  I also let my hands trace
dangerously close to the top hem of her panties, silky pink and visible
under the loose edge of her oversized bottoms.  I traced down just under
the edge and moved my hands back up and away, and again she encouraged my
hands with hers, this time downward.  Our eyes were locked as this
happened: I wanted to be certain that I was not misunderstanding her
intentions, mistaking my desire for hers.  The tie at the front of her
bottoms prevented my hand from travelling very far, which was somewhat of a
relief to me despite my disappointment.

My breathing was fairly erratic at this point, and my mouth was very dry.
I could feel my breath taking a turn for the worse, and embarrassed, I
excused myself to get a breath mint.  I walked across the room, popped
three extra strength mints just to be safe, and returned.  When I sat back
down, I noticed that the blankets had been pulled down further, and the tie
on her bottoms was undone.  I looked up at her, and smiling she said to me,
"They were too tight".  This was not in reference to our previous actions.
It was her excuse.  "I untied my oversized PJ bottoms that were already
almost falling off because they were too tight", was what she meant.  It
was charming and endearing, while at the same time being an unspoken and
open invitation to continue my efforts.

I will not continue in such graphic detail at this point, but I continued
to caress her for another 45 minutes to an hour.  Several times I asked her
outright if something was ok, and each time she said yes.  I asked her if
she wanted me to do particular things, and she always said yes.  I asked
her again, she affirmed.  If I sound like I am trying to justify, perhaps I
am.  I did take ever precaution and give her every opportunity to object.
She did not.  I dislike the idea of penetration, and none of that occurred.
It was, on the other hand, the most extraordinary encounter I have ever
experienced. At one point, she had a more directly stimulated occurrence
and was obviously beginning to nod off.  I told her I had to go to bed (I
was in danger of falling asleep right there, which I would have loved to
do, but would have had disastrous consequences).  She rolled over and gazed
at me through sleepy eyes.  I told her how dearly I loved her, and we
kissed with restrained passion, yet much more eagerly than ever had before.
I hesitantly rose and went to my bed.  I will discuss my feelings below.

The next day, another event occurred, this one even more extreme than the
previous night.  At one point, she had run and leapt into my arms, landing
on top of me, and we lay there for an endless moment caressing each other,
her reciprocating the sensual touches.  Our faces were buried in each
other's necks imparting gentle kisses, and she pushed herself into me with
intense passion and desire.  My hands found their way down to her
undulating hips and beyond.  I had to stop when I found myself on the verge
of unrecoverable ecstasy, and was almost too late at that.  We kissed and
cuddled and held each other tenderly this way for a half-hour until
interrupted.  The interruption proved to be only temporary.  My wife needed
to travel to the store and wanted us to watch for visitors who were due.
Once alone again, Alyshia came and sat on my lap facing me and we continued
for another 20 minutes until guests arrived.

Recently, a friend had a similar experience.  I expressed my envy and his
fortune to have found such a wish-like situation.  I have superstitiously
wished on coins, daffodils, and consulted magic 8-balls for oracle advice
on this situation, despite the fact that I know better, that wishes aren't
real and that magic doesn't exist.  Yet here I am, my wishes fulfilled,
the advice that the 8-ball gave me has worked.  My childlike faith in
magic restored, and how appropriately so.

But I am an adult, and the reality of this surreal situation has so many
dire possible outcomes I am at once euphoric and utterly lost and adrift.
I understand now through experience the utter futility of my fondest
desire.  I worry that I have misjudged the psychological ability of
Alyshia's mind to accept these events, to reconcile the basic and natural
goodness of what has occurred with the dogma that society will continuously
present her with.  I believe that she was and is ready, both
psychologically and physically, for the experience we have shared.  But I
believe that the position of society on this topic may cause the event to
harm her anyhow, over the long run.  I feel horrible about the betrayal to
my wife.  She has let me down many times in many ways and I do not think
that she should find a betrayal completely unexpected.  Still, I love her,
I would never wish her any harm, and should this come out, it will ruin
many lives.  How cruel of fate that I have met the one person willing to
fulfil my lifelong passion, yet without my wife, without my marriage, it
would never have occurred; that in order to make my life complete, I must
risk everything in my life.  I have become a true tragic anti-hero, the
paralysed Humbert, with a true soul and genuine desire to be my best, yet
always certain that in doing what I feel must be right, I have done the
ultimate wrong.

I have said that child-lovers are akin to homosexuals in our situation.
I must now say that I feel that being "cursed" with homosexuality must
be a picnic compared with the utter futility of our affliction.  If
given a choice, at birth, what gay man would pick that lifestyle?

 "You can have a desire that society finds abhorrent, lead an isolated and
 misunderstood life of ridicule and hate, or you can be normal", said God.

 "Sign me up for some of that," said the gay man.

Except, the homosexual may find love, may find understanding, my find a bit
of peace.  What peace is there for us?  We live a life of living hell, and
during our best moments, we are only stoking the flames of our suffering
hotter.  Suicide rates are outrageous among the gay community, one can only
imagine how high they must be among those who love children.

Then there is the fear, I must acknowledge that.  I have risked all, I have
crossed a line that I can never return from, never undo.  And I do not
regret the experience; I feel it completes me.  But I am afraid of the
possibilities.  Like many of us, I am child-like, I am innocent.  I am a
lamb for the slaughter, should I find myself incarcerated.  Peter Pan under
lock and key by Captain Hook, with Tinkerbell safely out of my reach.  That
is nowhere near my biggest concern.  I think that should that happen, I
would likely survive and come out at the other end truly dangerous.  I will
have no pride left and nothing left to lose.  While that may be tragic, I
will be alive, and survival instinct rules all others.

So I find myself in utter chaos of emotion right now.  I have had the most
wondrous and wonderful experience of my lifetime, it may never be eclipsed,
and if so, only at the wish of my forbidden and secret love to whom no one
else can compare.  My wife, my soul mate, is only a portion of my
completion, and it is remarkable that my true, lost child's soul shares
it's sole with what is ultimately a younger version of herself.

I am at the epitome of my existence, the pinnacle of my reality, the top of
my world.

I am utterly euphoric and I wish I were dead.

--

'Humbert II - A New One'
----------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Melvil' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello, Ianthe -  a little something for the list from me. I know, I haven't
posted anything in ages, mainly because I haven't had anything to post.

Over the Christmas break, I went to see my aunt, uncle and group of blonde,
blue-eyed cousins (whom I jokingly refer to as the "Hitler Youth" for that
reason). Among them is my heartbreakingly beautiful, 12-yo cousin M. who
has dark blond hair and the cutest "tin grin" (dental braces, that is)
you'd ever want to see.

When I came in and saw her, I said half-jokingly, "How would you like to
come back to [place] with me when I go home?" And she said, "If you win on
'Who Wants To Be A Millionaire,' sure!" How about that - only twelve, and
already quite the little gold-digger. :-)

We all went to the local sports club for Christmas lunch, and M. wore a
beautiful green velvet dress. Unfortunately, she's shy and a bit of a
wallflower, so wouldn't dance with me or anyone else. Also unfortunately,
her parents are filling her and her brother N. with the most repressed,
strait-laced form of Midwestern Calvinist bullshit, (which I'm sure is why
she's so painfully shy) so it's unlikely that she'll open up anytime soon.
Or if she does, it'll be long after she ceases to be an LG and becomes a
woman instead. I know she'll be an incredibly beautiful woman, as she is an
LG, but in the meantime, her parents are filling her up with this crap, and
there's not too much I can do about it. :-(  But she's a beautiful,
cheerful, smart LG, and it's always a pleasure to see her, even if my
fantasies about her will never be anything more.

Sorry this isn't a happier post. But to my colleagues on this list: may all
your LG-related dreams come true in the new year!

Best to all,

'Melvil'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Spike' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

I wrote:
>> Hey two weekend ago, I had the great pleasure of colouring for two hours with
>> a five years old brunette, and then having her fall asleep on my lap while I
>> was watching TV.

'Desire' replied:
>And this is exactly what I mean. Isn't 'colouring' doing something? And
>isn't 'watching TV' doing something? So you DID DO SOMETHING with that
>girl. I have had plenty of relationships with girls, few if any at all
>were sexual. But in each of these relationships I did do SOMETHING with
>here - be it playing soccer, talking, laughing or whatever. I still
>maintain that it is a 'contradictio in terminis' to have a relationship
>with a child while 'doing nothing' with her (or him). Do you really
>disagree with that?

I do... usually when someone says that they "haven't done anything"
it usually means that haven't had sexual contact... at least that's
what I got out of it anyway. I understood what you meant, but
someone might have taken it to mean sexual relations... just a little
misunderstanding is all...

'Spike'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Dalderious' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Snallygaster' wrote:
> It may also be a matter of the "type" of love she is
> getting.  Liz sounds like a very physical child.
> She wants to be hugged and touched and cuddled.  Her
> parents, especially her father, may not be like
> that.  They may be more verbal, telling her they
> love her.  This doesn't make her any less loved but
> it would leave an empty feeling.  She comes to you
> to fill that.  Just put your arms around her and
> realize how lucky you are.  This was the way I was
> as a child.  I never knew why my family didn't love
> me. I was an adult before I released that they just
> showed it differently.

Wow! Thank you for that. Just the other day I was over
someone's house. I have only been there a few times.
But this time, as soon as I came in, two of the girls
jumped at me. They are probably in the 4-6 range. I
ended up holding both of them. What a joy! After a
while, I ended up hugging the older one a few times.
She put both arms around me tightly, head on my
shoulder, and squeezed. I have often dreamed (and
acted) of doing this with Sarah, but she got right to
me. I did back to her what she did to me. So
enjoyable! Last time I had that was with a six year
old almost last year. I ended up asking her (that six
year old) to hug me over and over. She started saying
things like "Just one more" :-).

I think I will start a list of LGs ages and their high
points:

0  - Joy to the world! A beauty is born!
1  -
2  -
3  -
4  - Beauty begins to set in.
5  -
6  - Hugs are best at this age.
7  - Pinnacle of beauty.
8  -
9  - Tragedy strikes. Those 'things' begin to grow.
10 -
11 - Second Pinnacle of beauty and desire.
12 -
13 -
14 -
15 - Eye Candy.

Yes, I thing LGs have three pinnacles of beauty. 7,11,
and 15. 7 is beauty alone. 11 is beauty with more
desire. 15 they are eye candy though you know they are
getting old.

Since then I have realized that at 4 beauty starts.
And now, I add 6 to the list for best hugs. Though
this may be because I have rarely gets hugs from
older LGs. :(

Anybody want to add or modify? I know age 9 may cause
controversy. :-)

--

'Desire' wrote:
> I just said that a relationship necessarily implies
> doing SOMETHING.
>
> I still maintain that it is a 'contradictio in
> terminis' to have a relationship with a child
> while 'doing nothing' with her (or him). Do you
> really disagree with that?

Not unless you consider smiling as doing nothing.

--

'Go-Pre' wrote:
> Thanks y'all for listening.  Feedback, suggestions,
> responses would be appreciated.  My heart is aching.

All I can say is, enjoy what you had, it is far better
than I've ever had! Do not look at the bad too much,
always remember the good. I hope you have more time
with her in the future.

--

Just an interesting thing happened today. I saw Rachel
again. She was on her way home but she had dropped
something somewhere and needed to go look for it. She
went with two of her brothers, so I promptly followed.

I ended up finding this article of hers. So I had a
moment again with her. Alas, her brothers were near
and I could tell her that I appreciate her and her
smiles.

As she went back to her family, I followed behind. I
(could have) needed to go in the same direction. As I
got close, her father turned around and greeted me,
and thanked me because he heard that I helped her
daughter (who got there a moment or so before me).
Although he was smiling, I was terror gripped me. So I
just smiled and kept walking.

I probably should have answered, but I was afraid that
he might say more. I think that I am too paranoid
sometimes. Rachel is so beautiful and I don't want to
have to keep away.

'Dalderious'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Aladdin Truelove' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi friends,

Do you think it is obvious to other people that someone is a GL? Is there a
"sixth sense" [girl-dar? as in 'radar'? :) ] that can give us away, similar
to the way it is often  possible to guess that someone is gay just by
watching them and listening to them speak.

Whenever I am in public, I look at all the little girls whenever I have a
chance. Nobody has ever said anything to me about it, whether I am with
friends or relatives or just by myself. I try not to be too obvious about
it, but I don't know how obvious it is actually. Do you think people notice
me looking?

The other question is the fact that I walk with a stoop. Is this a common
thing for gl and bl's? I don't know why, but somehow I am guessing that
there is a connection. Perhaps because we "look down" a lot!

These are things I have been wondering about for a long time and would like
to hear your thoughts.

I am not ashamed to be a GL. In fact I am proud of it. My family and many
of my friends know that I am a GL, because of various hints and so on. I
have maintained a "plausible deniability approach" with them, because I
think this is the safest way to approach things. I have not directly told
them, because I want them to understand that I am a normal person. Not a
special "freak" category.

Love to all

'Aladdin Truelove'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Brother Chubba' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

Howdy friends, happy new year! (to those it concerns)
I am currently VERY hung over after two days of alcohol
abuse.  My party was great, I spent quality time with
Friends, family and Sarah.  Oddly enough Sarah spent the
entire evening with me (damn ;) at one point there was a
quite surreal moment.  My friend Brother Hamish and his
girl friend Cassie came over to bring in 2000 and they were
sat on one haly of the sofa, Hamish with one arm around
Cassie, the other holding a fat Cuban cigar.  I was
on the other end of the sofa, with one hand holding a fat
Cuban cigar, the other holding Sarah to me, two couples
enjoying a quite moment together at the dawn of a new
millenium... as I say... it was surreal.

--

'Spike' wrote:
>I haven't told him that I am lgl yet... If I did he would
>probably shoot me on the spot

Hmmmm... yes and to be quite honest telling just after
you told him you didn't mind his daughter sleeping with
you, was probably not the best time anyway. ;)

Oh and what you said about presents gave me an idea, if
anyone buys my little cousin who's 10, clothing for
Christmas, (like a sweater) her parents, always make her
wear it, you know, parades her round to make the giver
feel better, this year I might buy her Panties!!!!! ;)
(I AM only kidding)

--

'Go Pre' wrote:
>Annique had the idea that we would all sleep in a room together

I have to say that at 11 it sure seems that this girl has
some kind of sexual interest in you, maybe you could explain
to her that while in other circumstances you would be
pleased to share a room with her or touch her chest or
simply enjoy her company, she should also know at her
age that adult men can't show too much affection towards a
little girl without arousing suspicion. My friend I have to
say that you are blessed and cursed all in one.  You have the
love of what sounds like a wonderful girl, but of course, you
cannot express it, I would like to know though, if you had
the opportunity to spend more time alone with her, would you
let her take the relationship further (if it isn't prying
too much ;)

>I was tickling all over Annique, and she lay on top of me at
>one point.  We just lay there moving, acting as if we were playing some
>game, but the two of us knew what was really going on.

I think this answers my question, so 'Go Pre', have faith,
and remember the Guinness slogan, "The best things come to
those who wait" (non-English types may not 'get this' sorry)

>(My apologies to those who experienced a freezing white Christmas)

Where do you live again?  I forgot.

>We couldn't go inside in our wet, sandy clothes so I suggested to the girls
>that we strip, and we did.

Woah!!!  You saw them naked and they saw you naked!!  Is this
not terribly uncommon in your country, cos here I'd get kicked
to cr*p, and the event would have been a major step in your
relationship no matter the adult aftermath (if any)

>In this horrible, unjust world, I have to stumble through
>each day of existence with the inner affirmation of who I truly am, while
>putting on a huge show to others in order to present myself as a "normal"
>adult with "healthy" sexual desires.

Oh do I know how you feel, this is what tears me up inside every day.
Good luck friend and never give up hope.

--

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>I wonder how many of the ASGL-L members would volunteer their time (sans
>salary) just to be the teacher's aide in this class?

Hell, you got my vote! ( I need some instruction myself though
because that clitoris is an elusive little b*gger! ;)

--

I realised that I haven't told you people about 'me' much in
a while, your probably interested in how things are going with
Sarah.  Well, as the top paragraph suggests, we're still close
but Sarah has laid off on the sexual side for now.  It's a
shame, but we can't force her can we?  I still get great hugs,
(like above) and kisses, so I'm fine.  Her life is now overrun
by Pokemon-related tomfoolery, I have the card game, old episodes
of the show on tape, the computer game, she has a board game, all
I can say is... Thank GOD I like Pokemon!! (I got 121)

I'll leave you all to your respective hangovers, although by the
time you get this you might have gotten over it.  I wont have!!

Cya,

'Brother Chubba'
--------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* USA: _Supreme Court rules sex law is 'constitutionally repugnant'_
* USA: _Offender adoption law ruled unconstitutional_
* USA: _Life story off-limits for jailed teacher_
* UK: _Teacher accused of sex with boy will not be tried_
* Canada: _Attorney General will defend porn law_
* UK: _Edinburgh University pays damages to sacked lecturer_
* UK: _I was set up by the BBC, says fashion CEO_
* UK: _Data Protection Act will force privacy_
* USA: _Dr. Laura's latest hobby-horse_
* Eire: _Sex Offenders Bill published_
* Caribbean: _Child marriage customs in the modern world_
* Caribbean: _Judge calls for lowering of consent age_
* Africa: Uganda: _How Old is Old Enough?_
* UK: Opinion: _Do we really need to have any age of consent for sex?_
* USA: Opinion: _Does kiddie porn count when the "kids" are virtual?_
* Europe: _Europol gets off to bad start_
* Security: _How to cover your tracks in the office_
* Security: _Government 'key escrow' stores are vulnerable to hackers_
* Vision: _I have seen the future, and it's hard work_
* USA: _Schools begin psychological profiling of children_
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USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 10, 2000

_Supreme Court rules Pennsylvania sex law is 'constitutionally
repugnant'_.

WASHINGTON - The Supreme Court Monday refused to revive a
Pennsylvania law requiring that sex offenders be designated
"sexually violent predators" subject to lifetime registration
and public notice of their address.

The court, without comment, rejected appeals in which
prosecutors argued that the state can assume people
convicted of certain crimes are violent predators unless
they prove otherwise.

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court struck down the law, calling
the presumption "constitutionally repugnant."

All 50 states have some type of sexual offender law.

The law was challenged by Donald Francis Williams,
convicted in 1997 of indecent assault for acts committed
with a 9-year-old boy.

A judge ruled the law unconstitutional and the Pennsylvania
Supreme Court agreed last June. The state court said
defendants are entitled to all the due-process protections
of other criminal proceedings, in which a defendant is
presumed innocent.

The state Supreme Court ruling left intact a less-severe
classification of "sexual offender" that requires people
convicted of certain sex crimes to register their address
with police for 10 years after release from prison.

The appeals acted on Monday were filed by prosecutors in
Williams' case and those of three other defendants: Douglas
Loomis, Jose Luis Collazo and Neil Edward Larson.

Williams' lawyers said the law provides "no protection at
all" while subjecting defendants to a potential life prison
sentence.

(The cases are *Pennsylvania vs. Williams*, 99-709;
*Pennsylvania vs. Loomis*, 99-730; *Pennsylvania vs.
Collazo*, 99-752, and *Pennsylvania vs. Larson*, 99-771.)

--------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 12th 2000

_Offender adoption law ruled unconstitutional_

An Upstate New York judge has become the second to strike
down as unconstitutional a state law barring persons with
criminal records from adopting children.

In so holding, Greene County Family Court Judge George J.
Pulver Jr. said that the Adoption and Safe Families Act
(ASFA), which became law in February 1999, violated the
rights of three foster children to procedural due process
in cases involving their custody and welfare.

Focusing on the children's rights, Judge Pulver noted that
the law guardian supports the proposed adoption, and
reasoned that the ASFA bar jeopardizes the stability of the
children's family situation.

"Corey, Steven and John have a constitutionally protected
right as foster children to procedural due process which
protects them from arbitrary State decisions which
significantly impact their custody and welfare and which
could indiscriminately force them to lose yet another
family relationship," Judge Pulver wrote.

To impose an ironclad presumption against former felons as
adoptive parents in this case, he said, would deny a day in
court to weigh the best interests of the children.

Judge Pulver is the second New York judge to announce a
decision overturning the AFSA ban.

In September 1999, Judge Philip C. Segal of Brooklyn Family
Court became the first trial judge to overturn the ASFA ban
on adoptions by former violent felons in Matter of Jones,
NYLJ Sept. 20, 1999.

Judge Segal's emphasis was different from Judge Pulver's in
that he determined that the prospective adoptive parent is
deprived of a constitutionally protected liberty interest
in the integrity of the family unit if the state imposes a
"one-size fits-all" rule.

--------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

11th January 2000

_Life story off-limits for jailed teacher_

Mary Kay Letourneau won't be able to watch the TV movie of
her life that airs next week.

The schoolteacher has been in a Seattle-area prison since
being convicted in 1996 of having consenting sex with a
former student, Vili Fualaau, when he was 13 and she was 35.

Letourneau tried to contact Fualaau, now 16, in November
and so was put in solitary confinement and likely will remain
there, even when _All-American Girl_ airs Tuesday on the
USA Network, starring Penelope Ann Miller.

--------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_Teacher accused of sex with boy will not be tried_

A FEMALE primary school teacher alleged to have had a
sexual affair with a boy of 13 will escape prosecution.

The Crown Office made its decision last week after an
investigation lasting more than a year. The boy's mother
is now considering a civil action against [M], 33,
who was suspended from her post at St Matthew's primary
in Kilmarnock in September 1998 after the allegations
surfaced.

[M], who was 32 at the time of her suspension, will now
face an internal inquiry by East Ayrshire council to
determine whether she keeps her job and whether any
disciplinary action is necessary. When the allegations
emerged, Meechan was placed in an adult education unit
doing preparatory work away from children.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Canada:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_Attorney General will defend porn law_

TORONTO -- Ontario's attorney general said Tuesday he will
take the unusual step of personally defending the country's
child pornography law before the Supreme Court of Canada.

Jim Flaherty, a lawyer who has not stepped inside a
courtroom in three years, will join representatives of
five other states.

The Supreme Court case was launched by the province of
British Columbia. The province is appealing a B.C. Court of
Appeal decision in June 1999 that found Canadian laws
against possession of kiddie porn unconstitutional.

Canada's highest court will hear arguments over two days
starting Jan. 18.

The top court will also hear from a variety of Christian
and pressure groups, and police.

The man in charge of Project P, a special division of the
Ontario provincial police launched about a decade ago to
deal exclusively with child pornography, says prosecutions
would be impossible if the B.C. decision is not reversed.

"It would be absolutely devastating to us as investigators,"
said Det. Insp. Bob Matthews.

--

Canadian legal note - from an article posted on BoyChat,
highlighting its current active use in Canada...

"Section 810 of the Criminal Code of Canada deals with what's
called "preventative justice" and which allows a provincial
court judge to impose certain conditions on, among others,
sex offenders who police believe "on reasonable grounds"
may assault a child under 14.

The section is called "Where Fear of Sexual Offence" and it
means precisely what it says -- that based on a past record
or a psychiatric assessment that indicates a future offence
is likely, a judge can force a paedophile to agree to
serious limits on his freedom.

Akin to a recognizance, the restrictions can be imposed for
only a year at a time, but are renewable indefinitely. The
penalty for breaching the conditions, as with all
recognizances, is a maximum two years in jail."

--------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
--------------------------------------------------------------

November 5th 1999

_Edinburgh University pays damages to sacked lecturer_

Edinburgh University has paid 12,000 UKP compensation to
Chris Brand, the psychology lecturer it sacked for alleged
"gross misconduct" following a row over his views on
paedophilia.

Brand said this week that Edinburgh had "backed down" in
the two-year row over unfair dismissal.

The university claimed avoiding court would prevent Mr
Brand from airing his "opinions and views" in public at
public expense.

Brand's initial statement was that non-violent paedophilia
with consenting partners over the age of 12 was not harmful,
provided they were of above-average intelligence. An
internal disciplinary tribunal found him guilty for his
"disgraceful" comments and he was sacked.

His comments arose in a discussion of the criminal charges
brought against Daniel Gajdusek, the 73-year-old Nobel Prize
winner, in the United States.

In a letter to _The Scotsman_, six senior university figures
condemned Mr Brand's dismissal as an attack on academic
freedom.

--------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Saturday _8 January_ 2000

_I was set up by the BBC, says fashion CEO_

THE former model agency chief Gerald Marie yesterday blamed
under-age English girls and their parents for scandal in
the fashion world, claiming to be the victim of a "dishonest"
BBC documentary.

Marie, who stepped down as European president of the Elite
model agency in November after the BBC allegedly exposed his
industry's sleazier side, told the American magazine _Talk_
that the programme, MacIntyre Undercover, had changed his
life for ever.

Elite has since issued a libel writ against the BBC.

Marie, former husband of the model Linda Evangelista said:
"I cannot return to the same work - I'm now so vulnerable
I'd have to talk to models with witnesses present." Marie,
49, accused the BBC of quoting him out of context in scenes
which showed him joking about seducing under-age girls at a
talent contest.

Marie, one of the judges, was covertly recorded joking "I've
been here four days and I didn't **** once." The comments,
he said yesterday, had been misunderstood and he was pining
for his girlfriend.

The agency boss accused the BBC of racism and hypocrisy in
seeking to show young white English girls trapped by corrupt
Latins.

--------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_Data Protection Act will force privacy_

The Data Protection Act will get its teeth on March 1 this
year.  Technically, any company taking personal information
from you could be breaking the law.

Chris Brogan of Security International in Isleworth, Middlesex,
employs 14 computer-literate staff who do most of their
super-sleuthing online, tapping into thousands of databases
around the world  He says "The Data Protection Act got the Royal
Assent on July 16, 1998, and became law on October 25, last
year. The full implications don't kick in until March 1 this
year and then, in essence, it means you cannot process personal
data about an individual without his permission unless
there are justifiable reasons."

"People are just not giving credence to the act yet. They
are taking technology and processing all this personal
data and not taking on board the data protection
implications. Even CCTV systems could run foul of the
Registrar for processing personal data.

"On March 1, some will have to come down because they will
be in breach of the law. An awful lot of people, including
the police, local authorities, Immigration and Customs &
Excise, have not wrapped their brains around the problems."

On March 1, the Registrar, Elizabeth France, becomes
Commissioner. She'll have search warrant powers, which she
didn't have before, and will have jurisdiction over
anybody who processes personal data. She then becomes
the Freedom of Information Commissioner.

Ms France has already started advertising for budding
private eyes to join her team.

[...]

Encryption expert Brian Gladman points out that the 1990
Computer Misuse Act makes it illegal for the police to break
into computers, even with a search warrant.

"The computer misuse act has two clauses," says Gladman,
"one relating to hacking and one relating to altering data
on a computer. The one on hacking has a get-out clause for
the Government but the other one doesn't. I would argue
that any entry to a computer system changes it because you
are changing its electrical configuration."

--------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

_Dr. Laura's latest hobby-horse_

January 8, 2000

Dr. Laura Schlessinger has found a new anti-pedophile
hobby-horse. She is now urging listeners to call their
congress representatives to back a law that she alleges
"would repeal lenient laws on incest".

U.S. Rep. Robert W. Ney from Ohio, has introduced
the Child Abuse Reform and Enforcement Act, HR 2382, in
June, which calls for the elimination of the "incest
exception" in every state where he alleges it exists.

Rep. Ney needs a minimum of 150 co-sponsors to move HR
2382 through the House without it getting challenged.
Currently, there are only eight co-sponsors.

That's where Dr. Laura comes in. She is urging her
audience to contact their U.S. representative asking him
or her to sign on to HR 2382.

In a letter to his colleagues seeking support for this
legislation, Ney says: "New York is a prime example of
a state with a so-called 'incest exception,' one which
treats parents more leniently than others in abuse
allegations.

Ney explains that in New York, as in many other states,
prosecutors often allow family members to plead down from a
Class B felony (sexually violating a child, with a sentence
of 20-plus years in prison) to "incest," a Class E felony
with the possibility of probation, even if convicted.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Ireland:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_Sex Offenders Bill published_

A new Sex Offenders Bill will give the Garda [police]
new powers barring sex offenders from entering areas
where there was "cause for concern".

The Bill would also make it an offence for a convicted
paedophile to seek or take up a job with children.

But the Labour spokesman on justice, Mr Brendan Howlin,
criticised the fact that the Sex Offenders Bill, published
yesterday, was not accompanied by a programme of treatment
for sex offenders within the prison system.

He said it "was simply unacceptable to lock people up,
fail to provide any treatment, and then release them into
the community". Of the 103 sex offenders released from
custody last year, only 11 had undergone a dedicated sex
treatment programme."

The register will be accessible to social workers at the
discretion of the Garda [police].

The Irish Council for Civil Liberties said a register was
no alternative to humane treatment programmes for convicted
sex offenders.

Its director, Mr Donncha O'Connell, said the Government
should have focused on a well resourced system of parole and
adequate treatment programmes.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Caribbean:
--------------------------------------------------------------

August 18 1999

_Child marriage customs in the modern world_

PORT OF SPAIN -- By the time she was 14 years old, Mena
was already a married woman, thanks to her parents and
in-laws.  She recalls her arranged marriage being "a
night wedding" with all the traditional Hindu rites.
Mena is hardly the exception in this multi-ethnic and
religious country, where girls as young as 12 years
have become brides as well as mothers.  But now the
government wants to put an end to this practice by
replacing the various marriage acts within the country
with omnibus legislation aimed at raising the age of
consent for marriage.

The Basdeo Panday administration has established a
task force to review the existing laws here, which
include the Muslim Marriage Act, the Hindu Marriage
Act, the General Marriage Act and the Orisha
Marriage Act -- the latter being assented to by Pres.
Arthur Robinson earlier this month.  Legal Affairs
Minister Kamla Persad-Bissessar said one of the
areas the task force will review is the question of age.

According to Persad-Bissessar, Muslim girls can marry
at age 12, while Hindu girls are allowed to marry at
14, although the Sexual Offences Act makes it illegal
to have sex with a girl under the age of 14.  The Roman
Catholic Church has a "universal law" which allows girls
to marry at 14 and boys at 16.

However, each Church is allowed to modify that rule
and they tend to discourage marriage at such a young
age. "There are many areas of inconsistencies that
the task force is continuing to review.  There are a
number of religious organizations, legal bodies and
non-governmental organizations that are being
consulted," she said.

According to the Maha Sabha official three years ago,
62 girls under the age of 15 got married.  More
recent figures are not available.

Wajid Ali, chairman of the Imams Assembly, said the
Koran teaches that once a girl has reached the age
of puberty, which is between 10 and 12 years, she
is allowed to get married.

Like Maharaj, he said while today's parents are
reluctant to have their children marry before
reaching their 18th birthday, young girls are
becoming sexually active and getting pregnant long
before then.  "We are saying that if this is to
happen to our children we are not going for an
abortion, we look for the responsible person and
let them get married.  So the clause, (allowing
12-year-olds to get married) is there to protect
the child," he said.

Ali, an executive member of the Anjuman Sunnat-Ul-
Jammaat Association (ASJA), recalls that there
were about three such marriages last year.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Caribbean:
--------------------------------------------------------------

13th July 1995

_Judge calls for lowering of consent age_

A few weeks ago a Guyanese judge called on that country's
age of consent to be lowered from 12 to 9 years old.

At present, Guyana's age of consent is the lowest in
the Caribbean. However, it is just two years less than St
Lucia, Belize, Montserrat, Bahamas, St Kitts/Nevis, Antigua
and Bermuda, whose fertility rates are much higher than
Guyana's.

In Jamaica, 57 per cent of all women have given birth
during their teen years, even though that country's age
of consent stands at sixteen.

But Barbados' record on teenage pregnancies is improving.
In 1989 there were two reported cases of 12-year-olds having
babies at the Queen Elizabeth hospital and in 1993 there was
only one reported case. The number of 13-years-olds have
gone from six between 1980-1983 to zero in 1993. The number
of 14 and 15 year olds have also fallen.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Africa: Uganda:
--------------------------------------------------------------

_How Old is Old Enough?_

Kampala (March 19, 1999) - A proposal has been made by the
Law Reform Commission to lower the age of consent for girls
from 18 to 16 years.

The proposal is contained in a bill that is yet to be tabled
for debate in parliament.

Uganda has been repeatedly praised for its outstanding
sex-education campaign, which has been emulated by
countries in Africa and beyond. This education has gone
a long way to demystify sexual matters.  Lowering the age
of consent would therefore make it easier for girls to
obtain necessary advice and contraception.

It is common knowledge that in a society like Uganda's,
many girls are sexually active before they are 18.

Some parents, owing to economic pressures, allow or even
encourage their daughters to enter into marriage in
their early adolescence. But even where the girl willingly
goes into the relationship, in most cases for reasons of
financial security, the person who is offering her a better
life - husband or boyfriend - is under present law merely
a defiler.

--------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
--------------------------------------------------------------

24th July 1998

_Do we really need to have any age of consent for sex?_

THE HOUSE of Lords has divided opinion along predictable
lines. The majority of Middle England, along with most of
the Bishops and Lord Jacobovitz, applauds their lordships
for refusing to allow youths (often called "children" for
the purposes of argument) to be seduced into the pit of
Sodom by their predatory elders. On the other side there
was the powerful argument that different ages for
homosexual and heterosexual consent must be inequitable.

The British always love a debate on moral - by which they
usually mean sexual - issues. So the battle-lines have
already formed, and minds are unlikely to change. My own
modest proposal is that - contrary to the opinions of the
Bishops - we are not in the middle of a moral debate, but
are in a historical and sociological muddle.

Edwina Currie was wrong to suggest that the present law was
founded on "ignorance, cruelty and prejudice". It is really
founded on Victorian idealism - which is much more
interesting.

The real muddle is in the very _idea_ of an age of consent,
both for heterosexuals and homosexuals. People assume that
it is of great antiquity, and that it has something to do
with sexual morality. Both ideas are false.

English Common Law managed quite well without any statutory
age of consent until 1885. Under ancient Common Law, in
line with Canon Law - which was observed throughout Europe
- a girl could marry at 12 and a boy at 14. (That already
represented a tightening-up of Canon Law which had earlier
stipulated the ages of 11 and 13 respectively.)

But there was no age of consent to sex, as distinct from
the age at which you are allowed to marry. That means that
the law did not recognise a period of legally-enforced
"innocence" that might well be years apart from physical
maturity.

It is interesting that the Bishops seem so strangely
ignorant of the Church's historical view of marriage. For
the Church has traditionally taken an earthy, pragmatic
view of these things. Children over the age of seven could
lawfully contract marriagede futuro. This became true
matrimony if and when they became capable of consummating
the marriage.

As one 17th century writer put it: "These young plants,
without buds or blossoms" became true husband and wife,
however young, when "natural ability to pay the marriage
debt doth supply the want of age".

In practice, that meant that the parents of the boy and
girl would put them to bed together as soon as there seemed
some prospect that something might come of it.

Modern ideas of an age of consent are not a development
from the old Common Law, but something entirely new. They
come from ideals of evangelical social reformers that became
powerful in the last quarter of the 19th century.

The Victorians also popularised the idea of childhood as a
period of innocence and wonder which might continue well
into adolescence. To be forced into the adult world -
especially sexually - came to seem an outrage, even a
perversion. So the legal fiction was devised of an "age of
consent", before which sexual intercourse was unlawful.
At first (1885) this was fixed at the Common Law marriage
age - 12. In 1929 it was raised to 16.

There is, obviously, quite a lot to be said for an age of
consent. It is better for young people to get a chance to
finish their education before they have sex or marry. But
what is about having sex that uniquely prevents them from
getting an education?  Any more than, say, an avid interest
in cross country motorbike racing or ballet dancing?

Our trouble is that people have come to think of the age of
consent as having some profound connection with sexual
morality. When a Turkish waiter "married" a 13-year-old
Essex girl in a Muslim ceremony three years ago, this was
described as " disgusting" and "perverted" - because we
have come to believe that an arbitrary legal age of consent
really has something to do with childhood, and therefore
sexual perversion. Yet there is nothing necessarily vile or
perverted in a man having loving sex with a girl of 14 who
is physically mature. It is simply contrary to what, in the
past 100 years, we have come to think is good public policy.
People seem to have forgotten that Shakespeare's Juliet
marries Romeo when she is "not yet 14".

What does this tell us about the age of consent for
homosexuals? It reminds us that "consent" is a legal
fiction. It is obvious that boys, as well as girls, can
truly consent to both heterosexual and homosexual acts
before they are 18.

My guess is that it is now impossible to be sure that any
criminal law which makes consent something different from
physical maturity really is useful. In Western Europe the
age of consent varies from 18 to 12; and in Spain a legal
move to raise it from 12 to 13 was recently defeated in
parliament. There is no strong evidence that any laws
makes a difference to how people actually behave.

Parliament obviously should be interested in preventing
sexual exploitation and abuse of power. But the argument
that a boy's sexuality at 16 is less fixed than a girl's
is obviously speculative and can hardly support a
difference in the application of the criminal law.

It might well still be right to keep an age of consent
that is different from physical maturity. But it will
have to be based on something other than dubious Victorian
ideals about innocence and chastity.

--------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 6, 2000

Special Report:

_Does kiddie porn count when the "kids" are virtual?_

Strapline: Nowadays, real children and actual photographs aren't
even necessary, and First Amendment advocates charge that
our child pornography law infringes on free speech. (AP
Photo)


Let's say one night you decide to make a few computerized
greeting cards. You use Photoshop to morph a snap of your
4-year-old son into a car ad so it appears as if he's
driving a Ferrari. You then send them off to his
grandparents.

A few days later, the police show up at your door, wave the
greeting card, and arrest you for endangering the welfare
of a child by letting him pilot a Ferrari solo. That's
crazy, you'd probably say. It never happened. I made the
whole thing up on my computer.

But what if the picture you created wasn't a greeting card,
but child pornography, and what if the intended recipients
weren't grandparents, but pedophiles. It's still a
computer-generated fantasy that never actually happened.

But is it still so crazy for the police to come?

Not according to current law. The U.S. statute passed in
1996, when morphing programs were just becoming commonplace
on PCs, doesn't make a distinction in crime or punishment
between possession of child pornography that involved real
children and possession of realistic, but totally faked
image of naked children.

Nowadays, a picture of a child may simply signify that a
pedophile got busy with his Adobe Photoshop.

Real children and actual photographs aren't even necessary,
and First Amendment advocates are charging that our child
pornography law is infringing on the right to free speech.
"Look, I have three grown children and lots of young nieces
and nephews," said First Amendment lawyer H. Louis Sirkin,
taking a defensive stance that's become a common refrain
amongst opponents of the current kiddie porn law.
"And I worry about them being abused, but I worry a lot
more about them growing up in a free society, and this
[law] is just so un-American," he said.

Sirkin represented a free speech group including
pornographers, graphic artists, photographers, and nudists
in a successful attempt to get the law, known as the Child
Pornography Protection Act, declared unconstitutional in a
California federal court last month. The court agreed with
the free speech advocates that by preventing
computer-generated images that merely "seemed" or
"appeared" to be porn, the law stifled free speech.

Like a police detective demanding "just the facts," the judges
pointed out that the government had no hard evidence that
morphed porn caused any secondary effects. They referred the
government to a recent law review article that concluded,
"there is currently an extremely weak empirical showing that
computer-generated pornography will be used to induce
participation by children in sexual conduct."

[ Ronald W. Adelman.
  'The Constitutionality of Congressional Efforts to Ban
  Computer-Generated Child Pornography: A First Amendment
  Assessment of S. 1237'.
  THE JOHN MARSHALL JOURNAL OF COMPUTER & INFORMATION LAW
  Volume XIV, Number 3.]

"We don't know that virtual child pornography has any
effects other than it's gross and disgusting, and that's
not a reason to ban it," said attorney Ronald W. Adelman,
who wrote the article. There is so little information that
someone could reasonably argue that pedophiles might attack
fewer real children if sated by virtual porn, suggested
Adelman.

If, down the road, the justice department finds a study
showing a link, the Supreme Court could have a "compelling
reason" to uphold the law, Adelman said. But even with a
truckload of studies, the high court might hesitate in
cracking down on images of free expression simply because
they are harmful to a few groups in society, in this case
kids and pedophiles.

For example, razor blades can be dangerous in the hands of
children and nut-cases, but plenty of people use them
without harm.

"Are we really going to reduce what is available to the
adult population so that only material suitable to minors
and pedophiles is available?" said Sirkin. "Sure, it might
make society more orderly, but so would having a dictator,
and that's just not allowed under the Constitution."

Comparing the right to free speech to the right to make
and distribute fake child porn may seem far-fetched, but as
Adelman said, "If you're not consistent with the First
Amendment, it doesn't mean anything."

When the Supreme Court does take up the Child Pornography
Protection Act, they are likely to consider more than just
virtual smut. In the wake of Columbine, politicians
discussed bans on all sorts of things, including violent
movies, television, and video games. There is currently
even a campaign to ban girls playing with Barbies. The
country, if not scientists, has concluded that even virtual
things can cause harm. Now the courts will have to determine
if there is any real harm, and then weigh that harm against
our right to free expression.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Europe:
--------------------------------------------------------------

24th December 1999

_Europol gets off to bad start_

After much anticipation, Europol, the Hague-based central
information and intelligence agency for police forces
around the European Union, has had a shaky start.

Europol is reportedly struggling to control, sort and store
a mountain of data in multiple languages, and is having
serious difficulties sifting the data into readable,
referenced reports. Europol has yet to supply high
quality computers and mobile phones to staff.

Work has accordingly been limited to projects and activities
considered by Member States and by Europol to have a high
priority.

The planned interface with Eurojust - the embryonic
European public prosecutor's office, is currently on hold.

Europol is also under attack over its lack of democratic
accountability ond over-broad investigative powers. Control
of Europol remains a strong demand of the European Parliament
but one which finds little support among the Member States.
The European Commission is expected to take the initiative
for an amendment of the Europol Convention under the
Portuguese Presidency in the first half of 2000.

Europol has yet to implement the establishment of relations
with third countries and organisations not linked to the
European Union, including the exchange of personal data and
exchange of liaison officers, because such links were
vetoed by the Netherlands.

The year 2000 will be the first complete calendar year in
which the organisation will be fully operational. Although
the anti-drugs units were fully operational in 1998, units
to gather intelligence on other forms of organised crime
only became operational in Autumn 1999 because of delays
in ratification by Member States.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Security:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_How to cover your tracks in the office_

Most of us hold computer programmers in awe since these
folk can surf the net and play at work - keeping an eye on
the football or cricket on their office PC - without risk
of being caught out by their bosses. How do they do it? The
answer is pretty simple, and four straightforward steps
will help you cover your surfing tracks from your
employers. Assuming you are using at least version 4 of
either Microsoft Internet Explorer or Netscape Navigator,
the following tips should wipe the most obvious fingerprint
giveaways from your PC.

First, your browser keeps what are called "history" files
listing every recent site you have visited. This means
anyone with access to your PC can get a good idea of where
you have been.

To clear your history file in Internet Explorer, open the
program, hit "View" then "Internet Options". This opens a
dialogue box where, under the "history" heading, you should
click on "clear history" to delete the details. You should
also see a variable setting for "Days to keep pages in
history" with the default set to 20. If you want nothing
saved here in future, set this to 0.

In Netscape Navigator, press Ctrl and H to launch the
history window, then Ctrl and A to Select All of the
contents, then hit the Delete button.

Second, cache files save temporary web pages to your PC to
speed up reloading during return visits. Like the history
files, the cache folder can potentially be accessed easily
by others and will show where you have been and possibly
any files you have downloaded (screensavers, soundfiles,
etc).

To delete your PC's cache, once in Internet Explorer click
"View", then "Internet Options". Where "Temporary Internet
Files" is listed, hit "Delete Files".

Third, your PC also stores "cookies". These are usually
harmless files websites will save to your PC to keep your
specific preferences and to speed up return visits. To
delete these, go to the "Temporary Internet Files" section
as in step two. Hit "Settings", then "View Files". Now
Select All with Ctrl and A, and then click on Delete.

In Netscape Navigator, hit "Edit", "Preferences",
"Advanced" and "Cache". Now click on the "Clear Disk Cache"
button.

Finally, you may want to remove the stored web addresses
listed in the pull-down menu of the address field.

When you surf, addresses are not automatically stored here.
However, any you type in manually are stored and it is this
accumulative list that you might wish to lose.

In Internet Explorer this is done for you. when you hit
"Clear History".

Netscape users need to click the Windows Start button then
"Find". Now search for a file called "Prefs.js" and, once
located, open it with Notepad. Delete any lines containing
the phrase "browser.url_history" or "URL#", save the file
and restart Netscape.

There is, however, a drawback to removing caches and
cookies from the system - future surfing to sites you
have previously 'registered' with may become a little slower.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Security:
--------------------------------------------------------------

10 Jan 2000

_Encryption key stores are vulnerable to hackers_

Researchers at an English company announced Wednesday that
they found a way to pluck from Web servers "keys" that
provide access to private data stored on servers, such as
credit-card numbers.

Alex Van Someren, president of nCipher in Cambridge,
England, said the discovery of a method for retrieving
encryption keys revolves around research conducted by his
brother Nicko, chief technology officer and co-founder of
nCipher, and Adi Shamir of the Weizmann Institute in
Israel, co-inventor of the RSA encryption system, the base
for much current encryption technology.

The researchers published their initial findings at the
Financial Cryptography '99 conference in February 1999. The
research, Alex Van Someren said, laid a theoretical
framework for an encryption key retrieval method.
Now, he said, the researchers have demonstrated a concrete
method for finding and stealing encryption keys from
servers.

The technology centers on this: There is a general
assumption that encryption keys will be impossible to find
because they are buried in servers crowded with similar
strings of code. What the researchers discovered, however,
is that encryption keys are more random than other data
stored in servers. To find the encryption key, one need
only search for abnormally random data.

The revelation that hackers can break into servers and
steal encryption keys could have repercussions for nations
proposing "key escrow" - a system requiring citizens to
lodge copies of their encryption key on a government
server, providing police with a single point of access
to keys.

--------------------------------------------------------------



Vision:
--------------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_I have seen the future, and it's hard work_

IT IS 5am and the first learning clients are arriving at
St Bill Gates Academy, a huge glass and metal building on
an industrial estate at the edge of the town. It is hard to
read the signboards in the pre-dawn gloom to know which
building is the supermarket [mall], which the components
factory and which the school.

But the adult security escorts know the way. They lead a
procession of learning clients, clad in yellow luminous
waistcoats and chained together with plastic strips. At
the front is a volunteer mother pushing a luggage trolley
(because the children mustn't damage their backs by
carrying heavy bags). By law, adults without an official
school pass may no longer drive or walk within two miles
of any school building, and public transport has been
deemed unsafe because of the chance that children might
meet strangers - so this method of arrival is the
"walking bus", down a long concrete tunnel which shields
the children from any lurking dangers.

One or two of the walkers chatter unbelievingly to each
other about the exotic "olden days" when their parents and
grandparents used to get themselves to school without adult
supervision.

Jack Smith, 12, pushes his swipe card into the registration
machine as he passes through the turnstile into school. He
hangs his jacket on a hook in the cloakroom, which is kept
secure by a winking CCTV camera and regularly checked
by a security guard. Then, a solitary figure, he makes his
way upstairs to one of the school's several dozen
off-corridor computer bays, where he can settle down
in an individual cubicle to his day's work and get a couple
of hours of updating his personal psychological profile
before breakfast.

Jack's sister Joanna, 15, has other business. Having
arrived in the girls line next to Jack's boys line,
her priority is to see the school nurse. The nurse is
pretty busy at this time of the morning dealing with
requests like Joanna's, so she has to queue. But eventually
she gets her morning dose of the sedative. That's a relief,
now her worries about the rumoured side effects just fade
away. Then she, like Jack, goes alone to a computer terminal
and logs on. Check the e-mail first. Good... there's her
citizenship studies assignment back from the learning
technician in Germany who assesses all Joanna's media
work. Her maths has come back too, from the learning manager
who lives, Joanna understands, somewhere in Scotland. Of
course, she's never met either of these people, but Joanna
sees their faces occasionally, thanks to a bit of video
conferencing.

They want to get on with their downloading of internet
instructions, all pre-approved for the National Curriculum
by the State Education Telematics Resource Group, or
Ministry of Education as it used to be known, As long as
there are a many - quite low-paid - adults about to keep an
eye on their security, and to provide technical help if
the computers aren't working, many learning clients can
be accommodated.

Jack and Joanna's elderly uncle has told them that once
upon a time there were dozens of highly educated and well
paid adults working in every school every day. They were
called teachers, because each of them took a small group
of children into a room for a fixed length of time and
instructed them, talked with them, or showed them things
in books. Pupils, as they were then known, were with
teachers all the time, and teachers were even encouraged
to hug and hold hands with the children. "Weird," thinks
Jack as he calls up the school's intranet to find details
of the tasks he must, in common with every other 12-year
old in Britain, individually complete today. "At least it's
better than those literacy and numeracy hours were at
primary school," he mutters to himself. "I used to think
that literacy meant reading, but one of my old learning
technicians there said that we didn't have time to read
story books because we had to do literacy."

By now it's daylight and if Jack looks out the windows
he can see the light glinting on the barbed wire that
tops the high school fences.  Breakfast, like lunch and
libido-suppressant tea, is served on a continuous,
"staggered" rota system in the school's restaurants because
the school day is long and there are no fixed breaks. The
children, eight weeks and upward, who attend the school's
on-site nursery come to the restaurant for their meals too.

Jack likes the hot baked beans and sausages, but Joanna,
feeling a bit queasy, opts for just a cup of coffee in a
throw-away polystyrene beaker. The food is pretty cheap and
the learning clients pay for it by giving their swipe cards
to the cashier. What they spend is deducted from a lump sum
deposited by their parents at the beginning of term.

Some of his mates, Jack is vaguely aware, come from homes
where money is bit short for things like sausages and beans
or logo-decorated school sweatshirts. "They get help, I
think," he says if you push him. "I've got an idea it's
something to do with business sponsors and that."

After breakfast Joanna gets one of the three "taught"
sessions she is allocated each week and she really likes
this. A technician stands in a large room at St Bill Gates
with an electronic white board and 150 learning clients.

In another school - the Microsoft College, 100 miles away -
a learning facilitator is explaining the mysteries of black
holes. (There are now only seven physics specialists left
working in British schools.) The technician in the room
with Joanna just ensures that she and the 149 others can
hear. Notes appear on the whiteboard, and also on the
individual computer screens in front of the learners. The
technician mouses the information round the touch-sensitive
screen with a finger.

In the afternoon a propagandising student comes from a
university to tell Joanna, and others her age, how bad
sexual activity is. Joanna is sceptical because she
happens to know (in both literal and biblical senses) this
particular undergraduate. He's being paid 10 euros an hour
by the government to say what he's told to say. Two days of
training these people will have to do. Then they'll be off
to brainwash younger children.

Nobody goes home from St Bill Gates at 3.30 or 4pm, as some
of the learning clients have heard that their forebears
once did. Instead they eat high tea at school and then
march on, working until about 7.30pm.

They come in on Saturday mornings too. And school holidays
consist of only three weeks in the summer with a few other
one-week and two-week breaks, during which they must
complete homework and special holiday assignments.

The school prides itself on being open every day of the
year except Christmas Day and Boxing Day, and many of the
learning clients choose to come in during the holidays.

Jack nods at his parents who are immersed in 'Quake 6 -
Reality Gulf' and goes to bed as soon as he gets home.
Fortunately, nothing he has done all day encourages him
to chattiness or imaginativeness or even some guilty
erotic self-stimulation, because he's too tired now for
anything.

Joanna changes into something sexier and wanders off up
the road to find a male or two to engage, while dodging
the police who enforce the under-16s curfew.  She isn't
talkative either.

--------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
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January 2000

_Schools begin psychological profiling of children_

In a new and controversial move, US schools are beginning
to use such psychological profiling to label students
deemed likely to cause problems in the classroom.

But the move raises questions about whether such
dubious techniques could undermine the climate of learning
in an institution that aims to nurture kids. Critics argue
that rumors and suspicions can quickly harden into stigmas
in the halls and lunch rooms of a public school, and few
tags are as hurtful as that of 'suspected to be violent'.

School homicides are extremely rare events. A student has
less than a 1 in million chance of a school-associated
violent death, according to the US Department of Justice.

Nonetheless, since the 1999 shootings in Littleton, Colo.,
administrators have scrambled to reassure parents and the
community that safety is a priority - and Columbines won't
happen in their schools. As a result, a cottage industry of
untested school safety products is emerging, including
psychological profiling.

Until recently, the technique has been virtually a taboo
subject in many public schools, since it has been often
associated with outright racial prejudice, especially in
law enforcement. But there are signs that it is now moving
more into the mainstream.

One of the most ambitious is Mosaic-2000, a computer-assisted
program that promises to equip schools with the same
law-enforcement methods used to evaluate threats to Hollywood
stars and US Supreme Court justices. It in use in 25 public
schools, mainly in the Los Angeles area.

Schools in Granite City, Ill., now require staff to
report students who fit an "at risk" profile, including
writing essays that "reflect anger and frustration" and
a "preference for television shows, movies, or music
expressing violent themes and acts."

School districts in Wallingford, Conn., and
Dighton-Rehoboth, Mass., are also developing district wide
profiles to target potentially aggressive students.

What troubles risk-assessment experts is that the
science behind the weights and rankings in software such as
Mosaic 2000 is not available for peer review. Because school
shootings are rare, there's also a danger of falsely
identifying students who fit the profile but will never
commit a violent act. Some normal students could eventually
be pushed into aggressive behaviour by being falsely labelled.

"Research shows that it is virtually impossible to identify
which kids are going to commit violent acts without
mistakenly pointing to kids that won't," says Mr. Steinberg.

Such possibilities worry civil libertarians as well. "We're
concerned about decisions made to discipline students based
on the fact that they fit a profile that might include
information as disparate as what movies they watch and
books they read and whether parents have guns in the home,"
says Ann Beeson of the American Civil Liberties Union in
New York.

Still, a growing number of school officials believe
profiling is not only appropriate, but necessary. In
Wallingford, officials are trying to glean a list of
behaviors that can identify young people with a
"predisposition" to committing violence. The profile will
circulate among staff and parents, who will be urged to
report anyone who fits the profile.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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12th December 1999

_Love and Desire_ (400 pages, ISBN 0-500-28171-8. 16.96 UKP.
Published by Chronicle Books in USA, Thames and Hudson in UK.)

_Illegal in the UK?_

Five years ago, Thames & Hudson and William A. Ewing
combined to produce an illuminating and best-selling
photographic retrospective, "The Body." Now, in his
second collection, the body is again the central focus.

"Love and Desire" is almost a replica of "The Body."
The packaging - softcover with flaps inside a black
sleeve - is designed to keep the book fresh.

Its size - 8 x 6 inches - makes it easy to carry and
read, though you might not want to do so around those
who are offended by sexual imagery. Much of the flesh
in "Love and Desire" is bare, and some of the images
explicit and perhaps even illegal in Britain.

The photos, more than 320, can be as innocent as a sailor
kissing his wife goodbye, as suggestive as Sally
Mann's two portraits of her nude preteen daughter with
their father and family,

[snip]

... one photo of actual penetration, and another two showing
rampantly erect penises, suggest that the book could
quite conceivably be found illegal in Britain. The police
could also have something to say about the two full-frontal
photos of nude 11 year old boys.

[snip]

----

Laura Adams Armer [...] American artist, photographer and film
maker of the 1920s [...]

Their son Austin was born in 1903 [...] Laura doted on Austin,
and he became the nude child pictured in many of her art
photographs until he was aged sixteen. [...]

----

from The Times (London):

_Reaching a Lo point_

_LO'S DIARY_  By Pia Pera.  Fox Rock, 15.99 UKP, (Fiction).

"not a very good book".  [...]

"Pera's novel detracts from, rather than adds to, one's
appreciation of the original work *Lolita*" [...]

"Much of the comedy... of Nabokov's book is lost in
Pera's version."  [...]

"the result is extremely boring."

--

Ronald W. Adelman.
'The Constitutionality of Congressional Efforts to Ban
Computer-Generated Child Pornography: A First Amendment
Assessment of S. 1237'.
THE JOHN MARSHALL JOURNAL OF COMPUTER & INFORMATION LAW
Volume XIV, Number 3.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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Articles in the latest issue of LM magazine:

http://www.informinc.co.uk/LM/LM126/LM126_ONeill.html

..."investigates what's behind Ireland's unhealthy obsession
with paedophile priests"

and...

http://www.informinc.co.uk/LM/LM126/LM126_Bristow.html

...exposes the myths that promote self-harm as "evidence" of
childhood abuse

and...

http://www.informinc.co.uk/LM/LM126/LM126_Mayes.html

...examines the USA's dangerous widening of definitions of
'sex crime'.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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'Verdi' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Well, I had better get this off my chest, because I don't have any idea what
to do.

I've known for some time what I was, and I have never really come to grips
with it, no matter how hard I've tried.

A few months ago, I was doing a stage show with a cast of mostly children.
I have always been able to avoid having a crush on one with the idea of
"none of them would want me", so I never stopped to plan what to do if one
of them did.

One LG and I became fast friends.  Not anything more at first.  Just
friends.  We would sit and talk all through rehearsals about anything from
the most trivial of things to the highest intellectual peaks, and she was
always able to keep up with me and she had some very interesting arguments.

"You understand all this?" I asked her one day. "How old are you?"

"12" she answered.

I was astonished.  I remembered my Education studies back in College where I
was told no 12 year old could possibly understand most of the things we
discussed.  Imagine my surprise later when I found out she had only just
turned 10.

Well, we were best friends throughout the show.  We would sit and play cards
during the scenes which neither of us were in.  The only time we were ever
alone, though, was when a rumour started going through the cast that we were
dating.  The rumour had supposedly started with her, so I closed the door and
asked her what was going on.  She was able to talk around it though, thank
goodness, and I managed to get the rumour stopped.

I knew by this point she had a crush.  She'd told me she loved me on several
occasions already, and I tried as hard as I could (even with the growing
infatuation I was starting to feel toward her) to discourage her, knowing
the pain it would cause both of us if anyone would find out.  It wasn't
until immediately after the show ended, though, that I sent her an e-mail
telling her that I did reciprocate her feelings.  She never read it.

Her mother, on the other hand, did.  She went into the girl's mailbox and
was reading her mail.  She grounded her daughter for 6 months and filed a
police report against me.  She then e-mailed me telling me how she had filed
the report and that I was never to speak to her daughter again because I had
ruined her daughter's life (the mother's words.  I don't understand it a
bit).

I received that e-mail 3 months ago.  She (the mother) has also told every
parent in that town about the incident, and all the parents have vowed a
boycott on the theatrical company because of me.  I have decided to never
work there again in hopes of lifting that boycott.  However, I don't know
what charges were made, or exactly what the mother is saying about me.  I
also don't know how to get over this incident either.  Can anyone help?

'Verdi'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Moomin' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Friends,

I've been trying to write a follow-up to my last post about
8 yo Kitty, but I've just been too bewildered and busy to do
it.

Those of you following Kitty's Tails (tales) will recall
that I recently told her how I feel about her and received a
positive response. Since then this cheeky young lass seems
to be even more "naughty" than usual, teasing me and
generally using her new found power to provoke some fun
(which usually involves me picking her up and throwing her
around) . I guess she now realises that I'm well and truly
under her thumb. It must be strange for her to find an adult
that she can control. She calls my name with a kind of slow,
whining intonation that sounds like a wife calling her well
trained husband (!). I confess, I get a thrill from being
bossed about by her. When she gives me her flirty glance and
utters the words "bad boy!" I go weak at the knees.

Kitty's not the prettiest girl I've seen, but somehow I've
grown to love her just as she is. She has a dusky
complexion, short boyish dark hair and full lips with their
own natural rouge. Her legs are of perfect 8 yo lg
proportions, honey coloured with sexy little downy hairs.
She is just right - cheeky, fun loving, sexy and
uninhibited, though somewhat impatient sometimes. The cold
weather has meant that I haven't seen her lovely legs for a
while, but last time I went they were on display in all
their naked glory.

She has just inherited an old PC running Windows 3.1. Can
anyone recommend any good shareware games/software that
would appeal to an 8 year old girl?

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:

>Hey, I know what you mean!  I don't feel physically nauseous, but I
>don't like it.  Adult porn always seems too harsh and uncaring.  The
>whole adult world seems too harsh, self-centred, suspicious,
>two-faced, mean-spirited.  I'm always trying to escape into the
>children's' world.

I too am always trying to escape to children's (or rather
girl's) world. It is their inherent wonder at the world, the
thirst to learn, their imaginative nature, the way they love
intimacy and their unconscious eroticism that particularly
appeals to me. But let's not forget that children can be
very cruel and selfish too. Let's not fall into the trap of
sentimentalizing childhood, as many adults do. That doesn't
mean I don't love Sir John Everett Millais' charmingly
sentimental Victorian girl paintings. :-)

--

'Aladdin Truelove' writes:

>Whenever I am in public, I look at all the little girls whenever I have a
>chance. Nobody has ever said anything to me about it, whether I am with
>friends or relatives or just by myself. I try not to be too obvious about
>it, but I don't know how obvious it is actually. Do you think people notice
>me looking?

The only person I ever got into trouble with for watching
little girls was my wife! We were in a supermarket and I was
observing this lively little 5/6 year old charm-ette playing
among the green oranges (how apt!), directly between my wife
and I. I never noticed my wife in the distance, so as the lg
bounced off, my eyes followed her. "I thought you were
looking at ME," my wife later exclaimed, "but really you
were looking at that, THAT GIRL ....!"

A grade 1 embarrassment which I'll never forget. :-o

One the whole though, I suspect most people are too wound up
with their own problems to notice you discreetly giving
their pretty little, pouting, pony-tailed, panty-flashing
angel "the eye." Watch-out for the growing number of
paranoids, though.

--

'Daveboy' suggested we start some kind of discussion with
ideas for 'PPDay 2000'. 'Aladdin Truelove' proposed the
yellow heart. It would be wonderful to have our own special
symbol. Actually, we already have one recognised symbol -
the words Fresh Petals. Well known to many gl's world-wide,
and ambiguous. Does anyone have the courage to wear a Fresh
Petals lapel badge or t-shirt?

I also love 'Aladdin Truelove's' suggestion for "Alice Day"
last year:

>I hope you all had a nice April 25! Might we call it "Alice Day"?

Yes, let's! May I suggest that if any of you do make some
gesture of defiance/love for that day, that we mention the
term "Alice Day"? It's so beautiful, much nicer than "Pedo
Pride day", which sounds too inward looking. Let's focus
more on the object of love.

--

Speaking of Alice, I read Donald Thomas's biography "Lewis
Carroll - A Portrait with Background". Some interesting
content, particularly in the "Mrs Grundy and the Baron"
chapter which explores Victorian attitudes to child
sexuality. Less reverential than Cohen's.

Have fun boys and girls!

'Moomin'
-------------------------------------------------------



'K' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

'Snallygaster', I agree with your age-range ideas, but
it must be noted every girl is different.

--

No-one answered. my question - is the UK more/less tolerant
of child/nude photos like Sally Mann's.  The people in
the USA are wacko when it comes to such things.  Wacko
means 'crazy' in US.

--

Do we have any women here?

'K'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Daveboy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------
Hi all

Anyone on this side of the ocean will be aware of the
horrendous character assassination that's befalling
poor old Gary Glitter (Paul Gadd), even more so now that
he's been released after spending just 2 months of a 4
months sentence for having indecent images on his p.c.

According to the media, he's likely to leave the country
shortly, heading for Columbia (we are told!).

I'm sick of the shit that's being perpetrated in the
media about this case, o.k. I admit that I know little
of the detail, but one thing I do know is that although
he was only convicted of having pics on his PC.  The media
(as usual) are slinging all sorts of shit at him (hoping
some will stick!), they are calling him a child abuser,
a monster, an evil pervert etc. etc.... they are even
asking any of his unknown 'victims' to come forward NOW
and press charges so that he can be re-arrested!!... now,
in just about any other case, the guy would be able to
sue them for libel (or whatever) but Gary must run
with his tail between his legs, off into the bright blue
yonder, never to darken our doorsteps again.

  [ UK libel law presumes that someone has a 'reputation'
    that can be damaged.  Someone with a 'porn' conviction
    thus has no reputation, and the gutter press can make up or
    any hype stories they like. ]

Apparently, whilst in prison he was the recipient of unspecified
'Death Threats'... just for looking at childporn!!... now...
I'm NOT defending childporn, but it's out there and it always
will be, and if it helps someone relieve there pent up desires
in a safe way...

Now, it MAY be that he HAS abused and raped kids and, if he
has, then he deserves everything that he gets, but he was only
done for possession of indecent images so my judgement of him
is that he's probably no worse than thousands of other people.

Now we hear that our law has been 'bent' by our own government
to allow a convicted rapist, motorist assaulter and ear 'biter
offer!' to enter England, contrary to our law which refuses
entry to such ex-crims.

The media are saying.." Look... he's served his sentence...
done his time, ...forgive and forget..." etc.

So who's the monster?... Gary Glitter for 'LOOKING' at cp...
or this sportsman who actually raped and abused people?

Frankly, we are never going to get anywhere with the media just
printing what they know people want to hear, what they have 'fed' them
for so long. If someone in the media tried to tell the truth about us
now, they know they would be likely to get the same treatment that
we are used to, so they just keep printing the same crap about us.

I watched a program on TV that was reporting how, with the
introduction of the internet, more and more diverse news sources
are springing up to tell the facts that the media dare not publish.
Previous to the net, there was no 'safe' way of being able to
speak out.... if we try to tell the media the facts, they won't
publish it, or they just twist it to give people the angle that
they have been taught to expect.

We all keep saying this on here but we're ALL too shit scared to
do anything about it... and I do include myself in that.
I still believe in the 'Safety in Numbers' theory... i.e., if ENOUGH
of us got together then we COULD do something... but I'm not sure
what!!.... we've never been in a stronger position to act than
now... because 'the net' can enable lots of to get together.

There have been comments by members on here recently about how we
are made to feel so guilty and degraded just because of our
attraction to LGs, and why should we accept this?... we've done
nothing wrong, we're not asking for permission to abuse kids!
we just want to be able to react with an LG in the same responsible
way that we are allowed to with an adult.

I'm not saying we should all 'rise up and take to the streets to-night'
but we really MUST address this terrible view that the outside world
has of us. What's the population of the world?... How many per
thousand of the population are GLs?... now imagine ALL those people
coming together in one place!!... there wouldn't be enough police
OR public to give us any aggro!!... O.K... I Jest... but...

O.K... Rant mode off. (Thanks to Ianthe for the opportunity)

--

'Aladdin Truelove' wrote:
>The other question is the fact that I walk with a stoop.
>Is this a common thing for gl and bl's? I don't know why,
>but somehow I am guessing that there is a connection.
>Perhaps because we "look down" a lot!

Yep, I TOO walk with a stoop!... god!.. don't let this get
out.. everyone who walks like this will get 'butchered'!!

Another trait I have is a 'non interest' in football [soccer],
that may be because all the school bullies WERE, and that was
just my (and others) way of refusing to 'follow the crowd'... It's
interesting to note that about 95percent of my friends are also
'disinterested' in the sport but THAT fact was only discovered
long after the friendships had blossomed so it wasn't the 'reason'
for the friendship.

--

'Humbert II - A New One' wrote:
>I uh, found this story/letter and thought it might be appropriate
>for the list.  It almost seems as if it were written specifically
>for it, although because I am not the author, I couldn't really
>say for sure.  I hope, that is, I suppose we will never know.
>  <snip>

Great story!!, very real and sensitive, that guy speaks for us all.
I'm pleased (and surprised!) that Penthouse chose to print it though.

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote..

>Adult porn always seems too harsh and uncaring.  The
>whole adult world seems too harsh, self-centred, suspicious,
>two-faced, mean-spirited.  I'm always trying to escape into the
>children's' world.

I think this is what we're all about!!... We are really very 'Simple'
people at heart... And I don't mean that in a nasty way.

'Daveboy'
-------------------------------------------------------




'Oskar' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

All I have to write is, 'Go-Pre', what a truly beautiful
story, you are a very lucky person.

That is the most I would ever want out of a relationship
with a young girl.

'Oskar'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Yuri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

'?' wrote:
>The latest issue of the well-known UK journal _Index on
>Censorship_ is themed "UNDEREXPOSED".  It is a 250-page
>photographic history of the century with 200 rare
>photographs. It includes a few nice girl pix; Lady Diana
>Cooper (whoever she was?) posing as "Charity" surrounded by
>five nude (and slightly bored looking) little angels. "Show
>Me," Will McBride's sex education book for kids (banned in
>the US), and a rare Sally Mann photo called "The Three
>Graces" which shows Sally and her two daughters all pissing.
>Nice one Sally! I didn't think you could publish pictures
>like that in the U.K.?

"Show Me" has been banned in some states, but not others, and is actually
listed on Amazon.com (as an out-of-print book, so they will sell it to you
if they can find a copy (which they haven't been able to in a year)).  It is
legal in Canada (though no one has challenged it under the current Child
Porn law), and there are about 4 or 5 copies in libraries nation wide.  It
is not listed on either Amazon.co.uk or Amazon.de, however.  Does anyone
know if one might legally obtain a copy of "Show Me" in Europe?  If anyone
comes across one, please let me know.  Thanks.

--

Have you heard the controversy on the latest "Cosmo"?  My, my, how prudish
we North Americans are....

  [ Magazine stores had allegedly started to complain to publishers
    of women's magazines about their raunchy cover-lines, "Your
    ten-step rubber-fetish plan for multiple orgasms!!" etc. ]

--

'Aladdin Truelove' wrotes:
>Do you think it is obvious to other people that someone is a GL? Is there a
>"sixth sense" [girl-dar? as in 'radar'? :) ] that can give us away, similar
>to the way it is often  possible to guess that someone is gay just by
>watching them and listening to them speak.

My understanding of the concept of "gaydar" is that one gay man can spot
another out of a crowd, not that a straight man can.  I know that there was
a former co-worker whom I suspected might be a gl, but I was never sure.  I
don't think anyone else noticed, but I did because of my own feelings and
from reading former posts here... some of the 'signs' were there.

>I am not ashamed to be a GL. In fact I am proud of it. My family and many
>of my friends know that I am a GL, because of various hints and so on. I
>have maintained a "plausible deniability approach" with them, because I
>think this is the safest way to approach things. I have not directly told
>them, because I want them to understand that I am a normal person. Not a
>special "freak" category.

The only person I know that I think suspects anything is my best friend.  I
haven't told her (or anyone else) anything, but I think she suspects.

While I never would have used the term "girl-lover" to describe myself until
I starting reading ASGL-L, hindsight being 20/20, I can see signs looking back
over my life.  These were not obvious at the time, mind you, and I hadn't
really considered myself any different.  What I have been doing is going
back trying to find the earliest signs, or the first time the beauty of a lg
captured me.  The earliest I came up with was in February 1988 (when I was
14) and, like many others in North America, my family got that issue of
National Geographic Magazine, which was a special edition on Australia.  And
there, on page 157 (which was the first page of that issue, p. 1 to 156
having been in January's), was the picture of 11-year-old Sandra Ballard of
Kurrajong.  She was just so cute, you couldn't help falling in love with
her.  Visiting my family over the holiday's, I managed to find that issue in
the family library and bring it back with me.

--

To Moomin:  I recently came across a web site devoted to Laika, and some
of the pictures are labelled "Moomin Scans".  My question is: Are you and
this Moomin one and the same?

'Yuri'
-------------------------------------------------------




'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,

I haven't written much lately, been very busy. Too
busy even, unfortunately, to spend time with my lg
friends. I hear word though that things are expected
to slow down and winter is on the downhill side, so
there's hope at least.

I have been caching up lately on the postings and I
continue to hear us complain about how society and the
law treats us. Why are we still complaining and not
acting. MLK [Martin Luther King] day has come and gone
recently and I'm reminded of how very much similar our
plight is to what his was, though different subjects
obviously.

When the law and society treated his people unfairly
did he sit around and send off letters complaining
about how horrible his life was because he wasn't
treated fairly? Of course not! He got up off his ass
and did something about it. He lead protests,
petitioned law makers and united his people. We can
see how successful he was. What he hadn't done what he
did? Where would the minority groups be today.

And what about the gay community? What if they had
never fought for their rights?

So my question is where are the MLK's of the gl
community? Where are our Gay Pride Marches?

I will not compare myself to MLK or anyone at his
level of accomplishment, but if no one else is willing
to take the first step I will. I plan to compose what
I will call "Manifesto of a Pedophile". If the title
is not self explanatory enough: it will covers what we
as Pedo's desire from society as citizens of the world
society, what we consider to be fair treatment by the
laws of the world, the common misconceptions about us,
the problems with society as it pertains to us are
with the way things are now, etc.. I intend to
communicate with all of you and others about the
details in order that I don't miscommunicate are ideas
or slip in ideas that are uncharacteristic with our
people as a whole, but are my personal ideas. I want
us to be as much as is possible to be in agreement
with what I include in it. Then when I have, all your
help, come up with a finished product I intend to send
a copy to every major newspaper I can within my time
constraints, and every senator and congressman in the
U.S... Anyone willing may send copies anyone in they
like in their own respective countries and
governments. I am tired of complaining and not doing
anything about my complaints, this is what I plan to
do, for whatever it's worth. Suggestions, support
welcome.

'Rasputin's Dog'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Korinna'
-------------------------------------------------------

In the meantime I saw the photos in German Vogue. It is
more than absurd to consider them "dangerous for children".
Probably some of these official authorities have
"perverse" minds.

Best wishes,

'Korinna'
-------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* USA: _Nudes Are Artistic Expression_
* USA: _Supreme Court won't reinstate key part of Pa. sex law_
* USA: _Internet Exec's Child Porn Conviction Tossed Out_
* Canada: _Supreme Court wraps up look at law prohibiting
  possession of child pornography_
* USA: _Proposed Law Would Imprison Aroused Men_
* USA: _Supreme Court decides past should not be part of abuse cases_
* UK: _Are users of child porn being let off the hook?_
* USA: _New puberty guidelines issued to doctors_
* Security: _Booby-Trapped Shareware_
* Security: _Reno Favors Computer Snooping_
* UK/law: _Rights on silence in court face test case_
* UK/law: _Straw dumps plan to scrap trial by jury_
* UK/law: _Human Rights Act will allow retrospective challenges_
* UK/law: _Cyber squad plan funded by Home Office_
Movie news
Research note




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

January 18th 2000

_Nudes Are Artistic Expression_

SANTA FE -- Lawyers for a Santa Fe man and his daughter
accused of taking nude pictures of three young children
claim their clients' actions are protected under the First
Amendment right to free artistic expression.

They're asking a state district judge to dismiss criminal
indictments against Mark Rendleman and Tiffany Mia Barbosa
because the photographs are not lewd or lascivious or
sexual, but document daily activities of the children with
an artistic perspective.

Last October, Rendleman, 48, and Barbosa, 25, were indicted
on several counts of sexual exploitation of children and
criminal sexual contact of a minor; and one count each of
child abuse.

Rendleman is accused of photographing and videotaping two
girls, ages 13 and 9, and a 14-year-old boy nude several
times since 1995 at his homes in Embudo, in Rio Arriba
County, and in Santa Fe.

Barbosa is charged as an accessory to her father's actions
and is also accused of taking some pictures of the children
nude.

The motion to dismiss the indictments was filed Wednesday,
but a hearing date hasn't been set before Judge Michael
Vigil.

Citing a slew of past court rulings on First Amendment
issues, the motion claims the photographs don't meet the
threshold of general obscenity or child pornography
standards.

"Some of the photographs are pictures involving poses with
an artistic intent, while other photographs document the
daily lives of the children," the motion said.
A very small percentage of those photographs include
nudity, and none involve real or simulated sexual activity
or suggest sexual activity, according to the motion.
The children's pictures were never displayed publicly, but
were developed purely for private purposes, according to
Rendleman and Barbosa's lawyers.

"The courts have made it abundantly clear that a depiction
of nudity, including child nudity, without more (evidence
the depiction is meant to appeal to erotic interests),
constitutes protected expression," according to the motion.
Citing a U.S. Supreme Court ruling, the motion said: "Even
depictions of nudity involving a minor constitute protected
expression absent a showing that the depictions are 'in
some significant way, erotic.'"

The motion also quotes another Supreme Court ruling on
child pornography which states: "The offenses involving
child pornography must be 'limited to works that visually
depict sexual conduct by children below a specified age'
and that 'the category of sexual conduct proscribed must
also be suitably limited and described.' ... The court also
retained constitutional protection for nude depictions of
any sort that have serious literary, artistic, political or
scientific value."

District Attorney Henry Valdez said Monday that he couldn't
comment on the specifics of the motion because he hasn't
reviewed it.

However, Valdez said his office expected such a challenge
to the constitutionality of the criminal charges. He said
similar charges have been found constitutional in other
jurisdictions.

None of Rendleman's pictures of the children depict any
obscene or sexual activity, the motion said. "Rather, the
nudity included in the photographs suggests themes such as
primitivism and childish playfulness, and the photographs
have serious artistic value," it added.

The motion states that Rendleman is a nationally known
artist and art professor who grew up in an environment in
which the human body was considered a gift from God, and
nudity was not something to be ashamed of.

In the 1940s and 1950s, Rendleman's mother posed as a nude
model for sculptors and photographers. "Consistent with
that upbringing, Mr. Rendleman was for many years a
practicing nudist and he has incorporated that sensibility
into his art work," the motion said.

The motion also claims that Rendleman and Barbosa's conduct
also is protected under the First and 14th amendments
because the state has no legitimate authority to prosecute
them.

Citing yet another U.S. Supreme Court ruling, the motion
said that the First Amendment prohibits a state from making
mere private possession of obscene material a crime. The
motion further claims that the criminal statutes under
which Rendleman and Barbosa are charged are
unconstitutionally vague.

Rendleman was photographing his 9-year-old daughter and two
step-siblings of Barbosa with whom he had a parental
relationship. Barbosa, as custodian of the two children,
and in some cases, their mother, had consented to the
photographs, the motion said.

A graduate of New Mexico Military Institute in Roswell,
Rendleman obtained his master of fine arts degree from the
University of California at Santa Barbara in 1974.

He taught art at California State University at San Diego
and at Middlebury College in Vermont. He has been a guest
lecturer at the University of Arizona, Texas Christian
University, the University of California, the University of
Washington, Southwestern University and Western Carolina
University.

In 1981, Rendleman gave up his career as an art professor
and moved back to Santa Fe to care for his ailing parents,
both of whom died by 1993. He has since worked as an
artist, trading stocks and bonds, and investing in real
estate development, according to the motion.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

10th January 2000

_Supreme Court won't reinstate key part of Pa. sex law_

WASHINGTON - The U.S. Supreme Court refused Monday to
reinstate the main part of Pennsylvania's sexual-predator
law,  thrown out by a state court on the ground that it
violated defendants' rights.

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court struck down that part of the
law, which it called "constitutionally repugnant."

The law was challenged by Donald Francis Williams,
convicted in 1997 of indecent assault for acts committed
with a 9-year-old boy.

A judge ruled the law unconstitutional, and the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court agreed last June. The state
court said defendants are entitled to all due-process
protections of other criminal proceedings, in which
defendants are presumed innocent.

Williams' lawyers said the law provides "no protection at
all" while subjecting defendants to a potential life prison
sentence.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

January 22nd 2000

_Internet Exec's Child Porn Conviction Tossed Out_

A federal judge overturned former Internet executive
Patrick J. Naughton's child pornography conviction Friday,
citing a recent appellate ruling that found a portion of a
federal law unconstitutional.

The ruling wipes away the only conviction the government
achieved in its initial prosecution of Naughton last
month, which ended with jurors deadlocked on two other
counts that charged Naughton with using the Internet to
solicit sex from a minor.

Naughton, former executive vice president of Walt
Disney Co.'s Go.com Internet site and co-author of
the Java computer language, is now scheduled for
a re-trial beginning March 21 on the same three
felony counts he faced in the first.

Donald Marks, one of Naughton's attorneys, said he was
"gratified" by the ruling. "Now our client is not
convicted of anything."

Marks declined to say whether he will try to claim
that the pictures are computer-generated, saying only
that, "We plan on attacking those images in some way."

In the next trial, jurors will probably get special
instructions that they must conclude that the pictures
found on Naughton's computer are of actual children.

Naughton, who was an employee of Infoseek Corp. while
it was in the process of being acquired by Disney,
remains free on $100,000 bond.

----------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
----------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_Supreme Court wraps up look at law prohibiting possession
of child pornography_

OTTAWA - Civil liberties groups and criminal lawyers
added their voices Wednesday to a fierce debate by asking
the Supreme Court of Canada to strike down the law
prohibiting child pornography.

Their presentations were the last ones in the court's
two-day examination of the law. Now it's up to the nine
judges to decide whether it stays or goes.

In all, more than a dozen lawyers appeared before the court
to talk about whether the law violates Charter of Rights
guarantees to privacy and freedom of expression.

The B.C. and Canadian Civil Liberties Associations said
Wednesday the law is much too broad, potentially
criminalizing people who shouldn't be, and should be struck
down.

John McAlpine, lawyer for the B.C. group, said those who
record private thoughts that would never be seen by anyone
else - such as in a diary - could be prosecuted under the
law.

Two B.C. lower courts agreed with that position after
Vancouver resident Robin Sharpe, accused of possession,
challenged the constitutionality of the law.

"The freedom of thought (proceeds) on the basis that
individuals could exercise ... moral judgment," said
McAlpine.

The Supreme Court "will drive a stake through the heart of
liberty, of thought, belief, opinion, privacy and the
central concept of autonomy" if it defers to the federal
government.

"The state is the last person that should be influencing
that judgment, in the context of their ideas, in the
privacy of their home."

Patricia Jackson, lawyer for the Canadian Civil Liberties
Association, argued Wednesday "The harm that is identified
does not justify the criminalization of private possession
of works of the imagination, self-authored materials and
records of legal activities".

"If the guarantee to free expression is to be meaningful,
it must protect expression which challenges even the very
basic conceptions about our society."

She described the legislation as "a frontal assault on
the values of freedom of expression" that technically
bans classic works of art.

Despite repeated warnings that the legislation wouldn't
withstand a constitutional challenge, the Tories forced it
through the House of Commons with almost no discussion
just before the 1993 election as part of a draconian
law-and-order election package they hoped would save them
from defeat.

Frank Addario, representing the Criminal Lawyers'
Association, said prohibiting private material because it
might be harmful like banning screwdrivers because they are
sometimes used to commit crimes.

"To criminalize everyone's possession in order to prosecute
a separate and smaller number of potentially dangerous
persons is hardly persuasive," he said.

Sharpe, who attended the hearing, was charged in 1993 for
possessing and distributing child pornography. A collection
of stories he'd written was seized by police.

Sharpe, who pleaded not guilty to the charges, challenged
the law "so people don't have to worry about what they may
have in their dresser drawer.

The 66-year-old retired city planner watched from the
Supreme Court's backbenches as arguments centred around
whether the Criminal Code goes too far by criminalizing
works of the imagination and the possession of photographs,
videos and "any written material or visual representation
that advocates or counsels sexual activity with a person
under the age of 18."

"Many people I know act as if we live in a police state. I
chose not to act that way," he said.

A decision is not expected until later this year.

----------------------------------------------------------



Comment on the above case, from BoyChat...
----------------------------------------------------------

[...]

Robin's writings and pictures have been exaggerated by the
media. The references to "flogging boys" was just the title
of one of his works, called *Flogging, Fun and Fortitude*.
The content was deliberately playful and satirical, but
"consensual". Compare this with famous "respected" works
like *120 Days of Sodom* or Fellini's *Satyricon*.

All of Robin's writings are provocative. His books don't
just deal with boy-love but also with Canadian and world
politics, art and life in the same satirical way. It's
mostly poetry that's usually much less erotic than Alan
Ginsberg's poem _Sweet Boy, Gimme Your Ass_.

The [nature of the] pictures Robin had are also exaggerated
by the media.

There were about 300 pictures, of which 290 were from
naturist magazines where were until recently sold freely
within Canada. Ten photos were "questionable". Most of
these were nude mid-teens with erections. None of the
photos depicted anal sex, or sex between an adult or a
minor, and the youngest boy in the "questionable" pictures
was 14 - Canada's Age of Consent. The media claims of
"children as young as seven" were misleading. The seven
year olds were from the naturist magazines, in group poses.
All the photos predated 1982, when Canada's porn law was
made.

Robin was charged with "possession with intent to
distribute" because they found multiple copies of his
works. [...]

----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

January 21st 2000

_Proposed Law Would Imprison Aroused Men_

JACKSON, Miss. - If you are a man who has difficulty
controlling your sexual responses in public, beware.
The eyes of Mississippi are upon you.

The Southern state, long considered one of the most
conservative in the United States, is considering a
public-sex-and-nudity law with a provision that would make
it illegal for sexually aroused men to appear in public.

The bill, introduced by Republican state Sen. Tom King at
the request of a constituent concerned about the behavior
of patrons at strip clubs, defines nudity to
include "the showing of covered male genitals in a
discernibly turgid state."

Men who run afoul of the law could face up to a year in
prison and a $2,000 fine.

The bill, modeled on a similar statute in Indiana, has
been sent to Mississippi's Senate Judiciary Committee for
further review.

----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

January 17th 2000

_Supreme Court decides past should not be part of abuse cases_

UTAH -- The state's top legal authorities have decided
that allowing evidence of past behavior into child sex
abuse allegation cases would create more injustice than
justice.

Many in the legal community say such evidence has been
barred in the past for good reason, that it is prejudicial
and increases the likelihood that an innocent person will
be convicted.

Allowing it now, many lawyers say, would simply be
caving in to political pressure. Legislation has been
discussed that would make propensity evidence admissable
in Utah's courtrooms.

The Utah Supreme Court Advisory Committee on the
Rules of Evidence in November passed on a proposed rule
change to the Utah Supreme Court that would allow
propensity evidence in child sex abuse criminal cases
only. The committee attached a letter to the proposed rule
urging the state's highest court to only adopt the rule if
it felt a pressing need to adopt some kind of rule on
propensity evidence. The committee said it recommended no
change and the proposed rule was drafted mainly as a better
alternative to possible legislation.

"We're being browbeaten into doing something that is
bad," said Provo attorney Thomas Seiler, a member of the
committee.

However, the Supreme Court recently agreed with the
committee's sentiment and decided against adopting the
proposed rule change on propensity evidence.

Opponents say propensity evidence is bad because
it's inflammatory and juries consider it as motive and
convict defendants on past history alone, ignoring the
facts of the crime charged. By that theory, a jury feels
justified in getting a bad guy off the street - even
if it's not the right bad guy.

"If you can convince a jury that he's a bad person,
that is what worries me," said committee member Ellen
Maycock.

Critics also say police would use the rule to only
target those with a criminal history and in many cases
wouldn't do the legwork necessary to catch the correct
criminal.

"It just says 'we found the guy and we're going to
hang all these others on him' and they shut their eyes to
other suspects," Seiler said.

----------------------------------------------------------



UK: law
----------------------------------------------------------

January 2000

_Are users of child porn being let off the hook?_

[...]

Newspaper reports [of the Glitter case] were considered
to have misunderstood the legal specificities when they
reported that Glitter had pleaded guilty to "making"
indecent photographs. Until now, downloading such material
would have been dealt with as a case of mere possession,
carrying with it a six-month maximum prison sentence or,
if possession with intent to distribute could be proven,
then a maximum of three years.

Prior to Glitter's case the Court of Appeal on November 10
handed down a judgment in Regina v Bowden (Lord Justice
Otton, Mrs Justice Smith and Mr Justice Collins) where the
court held that downloading and/or printing of computer
data of indecent images of children from the Internet was
capable of amounting to an offence contrary to Section 1
under the Protection of Children Act 1978. The court ruled
that the Act was not only concerned with the original
creation of images, but also their proliferation and to
download or print ["making"] within the jurisdiction was to
create new material which hitherto might not have existed.
After this ruling Glitter changed his plea to guilty.

As Bowden, who was jailed for four months by Cambridge
Crown Court, had his sentence quashed on appeal and a
conditional discharge substituted, the judge in the Glitter
case was aware of the police's requirements that the case
not invite a further appeal which, if lost, could have
set a legal precedent.

[...]

... there has been a marginal increase in [indecent images]
prosecutions from in 1995, 113 cases heard before magistrates
and 34 cases in the Crown Court compared with 235 cases
heard before magistrates and 76 cases in the Crown Court for
1997.

[...]

In 1997, of "child pornographers" proceeded against in the
magistrates' court, only 7 per cent received an immediate
sentence of imprisonment, although in the Crown Court the
prognosis was improved - even the more serious offence of
"taking" child pornography very rarely attracting a
sentence in excess of 18 months.

----------------------------------------------------------




USA: puberty research:
----------------------------------------------------------

January 25th 2000

_New puberty guidelines issued to doctors_

New guidelines in the current issue of Pediatrics, the
journal of the American Academy of Pediatrics, set forth
a new set of criteria for what constitutes normal
development in puberty.

Six- and 7-year-old girls who develop breasts and pubic
hair are now to be considered within the spectrum of
"normal development." Current medical texts still define
the onset of puberty at, on average, age 11 or 12.

The latest guidelines are based primarily on a landmark
1997 study at the University of North Carolina of more
than 17,000 girls, which found the average age for onset
of puberty was just under 9 for African-American girls,
10 to 10 1/2 for white girls. One explanation is that
better nutrition, central heating and improved health
allow the body to put more energy into growth and
development. Other researchers point to obesity as a key
factor, and to a surfeit of leptin, a hormone that tells
the brain when the body has enough fat stored to support a
pregnancy.

Environmental factors, such as pesticides and hormone-like
substances known as "endocrine disrupters," may also play
a role. A 1997 study in the British journal New Scientist
found that girls with the highest prenatal exposure to
chemicals entered puberty 11 months earlier than girls with
lower exposures. For boys, exposure to the chemicals before
birth made no apparent difference in sexual development.

A 1999 study in the Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology even found that the quality of fathers'
involvement with daughters was the most important feature
in relation to the timing of the daughters' puberty.

----------------------------------------------------------



Security:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Booby-Trapped Shareware_

18 Jan 2000

The following information is a list of software titles with
the reported traps, usually related to the use of pirated
serial numbers, hidden within.

This document is not intended to promote paranoia but to
alert, educate and inform users about possible problems,
and you might find some handy tips and other bits if info
along the way.

[...]

* RealNetworks

...is watching you

[ http://www5.zdnet.com/zdnn/stories/news/0,4586,2385034,00.html?chkpt
=zdhpnews01 ]

* RealPlayer

v7.0 includes a plug-in called Comet Cursors which has
recently been revealed to send out info on your browsing
habits to its makers.

[...]

* Starcraft's Battlenet

Collects data about you and sends to server.

----------------------------------------------------------




USA: security/law:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Reno Favors Computer Snooping_

19th January 2000

WASHINGTON -- Visions of stealthy black helicopters
landing on your lawn and disgorging Nomex-clad troops to
steal your PGP keys aren't just for conspiracy theorists.

The Clinton administration wants to be able to send
federal agents armed with search warrants into homes to
copy encryption keys and implant secret wire taps onto
computers.

The idea first surfaced in mid-1999, when the Justice
Department proposed legislation that allowed them to
obtain surreptitious warrants and "postpone" notifying
the person whose property they entered for 30 days.

The Justice Department's thinking was that if a suspect
was using data-scrambling encryption products, the FBI's
G-men might need to enter the suspect's home and install
software to tap into and decipher scrambled communications.

After vocal objections from civil liberties groups, the
administration backed away from the controversial plan.
The final draft of the Cyberspace Electronic Security Act
submitted to Congress had removed the secret-search
portions.

But the White House now appears to think it doesn't need
new legislation to enter a suspect's computer.

Attorney General Janet Reno and Deputy Defense Secretary
John Hamre recently wrote a seven-page letter to Congress.

The letter from Reno and Hamre to House Majority Leader
Dick Armey says that, in the future, the Feds will use
"general authorities" when asking judges to authorize
so-called black bag jobs. Commerce Secretary William Daley
also signed the letter.

They say that law enforcement should have the ability to
"search for keys" without immediately notifying a suspect.

According to legal experts, all current search warrants --
with the exception of the related category of wiretaps --
require police to inform the person his property was
entered.

Privacy groups say Americans should be alarmed.

"It sounds like they're returning to the provision in
CESA that they backed away from," says Barry Steinhardt,
associate director of the American Civil Liberties Union.

"The basic principle is that people who are the subject of
searches should have notice and the opportunity to
challenge the search. This is particularly dangerous since
it will be difficult to guarantee that evidence hasn't been
tampered with," said Steinhardt. "What they are proposing
to do is alter computer files. It's quite a chilling
proposal."

"What they're saying is that they want to eliminate that
Fourth Amendment requirement or limit it so much to make it
meaningless," said Dave Banisar, co-author of the
*Electronic Privacy Papers*.

The Fourth Amendment prohibits the government from
conducting "unreasonable" searches and seizures.

----------------------------------------------------------




UK: law:
----------------------------------------------------------

24th January 2000

_Rights on silence in court face test case_

A DEFENDANT'S right to silence goes before the European
Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg tomorrow.

The test case will decide whether the rule in English and
Welsh criminal courts infringes the European Human Rights
Convention. Under the 1994 Criminal Justice and Public
Order Act, a jury can draw adverse inferences if suspects
who are being questioned by police fail to mention any fact
later relied on in their defence or any fact which they
could reasonably be expected to mention.

If the Government loses, it could be forced to rethink
the present curbs on the right to silence.

----------------------------------------------------------



UK: law:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Straw dumps plan to scrap trial by jury_

19th January 2000

JACK STRAW WILL withdraw his controversial Bill to deny
the right to trial by jury tomorrow if, as expected, the
Government is defeated in the House of Lords.

In a humiliating retreat, the Home Secretary will be forced
to re-introduce the Bill in the Commons in an attempt to
force it on to the statute book.

Defeat will force the Government back to square one during
a busy legislative programme. With 28 bills planned, there
will be a knock-on effect for other legislation.

The Criminal Justice (mode of Trial) Bill - one of six
major Home Office bills in the Queen's Speech - would
have removed the right of some defendants to a jury trial.

----------------------------------------------------------



UK: security/law:
----------------------------------------------------------

25th January 2000

_Human Rights Act will allow retrospective challenges_

As all good lawyers are aware, the Human Rights Act comes
into force on October 2. What perhaps fewer know is that
the Act has a retrospective effect in some circumstances.

In particular the Act, and therefore the European
Convention on Human Rights, can be used by defendants whose
trial (or appeal) is after that time even though "the act
in question took place" before October. Section 22(4) will
allow defendants to argue, after October, about the
admissibility of evidence gathered as a result of police
surveillance now. It is expected that the courts regularly
will be asked to rule on evidence that has been gathered in
ways which violated Convention rights, particularly Article
8, the right to privacy.

There are a number of covert surveillance techniques used
by the police, Customs and Excise, and others that may
violate Article 8, particularly because they are not
sufficiently regulated by the law. The Association of Chief
Police Officers has attempted to deal with this by the
creation of new codes of practice. The Government will
publish shortly the Regulations of Investigatory Powers
Bill to regulate such surveillance.

Nevertheless, the procedures for gathering evidence today
might not be "Convention compliant". The question for the
courts will be is it therefore inadmissible?

  [Snip of detailed examination of specific cases]

No one would suggest that every technical violation of a
Convention right should lead to the automatic exclusion of
the evidence. However, the Government and the police have
known since the telephone tapping case of Malone v UK in
1984 that the unregulated use of listening devices violates
Article 8.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Cyber squad plan funded by Home Office_

17th January 2000

Jack Straw, The Home Secretary, has given the National
Criminal Intelligence Service (NCIS) and chief constables
337,000 UKP to draw up a feasibility plan for a police
cyber squad, to be based within NCIS.

Roger Gaspar, the Director of Intelligence at NCIS, and
David Phillips, the Chief Constable of Kent and head of the
Association of Chief Police Officer's crime committee, are
drawing up plans for the new unit. Officers estimate
start up costs for a fully operational internet squad
would be in the region of 30 million UKP.

"The picture is becoming clearer, but no one yet knows the
full scale of the problem," an NCIS spokesman said.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Movie news:
-----------------------------------------------------------

France:

January 2000

... Cedric Kahn's French film _L'Ennui_, which features explicit
sex between a 42-year-old man and a 17-year-old girl ...

--

USA:

18th January 2000

_Letourneau movie is thoughtful and sympathetic_

News stories about Mary K. Letourneau and her former grade
school student Vili Fualaau tend to stick to the facts:
Woman meets boy, has affair, gets pregnant, loses job, goes
to jail, gets out, resumes affair, gets pregnant again,
gets caught again, goes to prison.

Now the USA Network television movie version of their
relationship is pushing past the bones of the story to its
heart.

In 1996, Letourneau, 34, began a sexual relationship with
the seventh-grader she had taught in second and sixth
grades. Pregnant with his child when the love affair was
made public, Letourneau was fired from the Burien elementary
school where she taught, arrested and charged with two
counts of child rape.

Within a month of her early release from jail in January
1998, she was discovered with Fualaau in a steamy-windowed
car and arrested again. Nine months later, she delivered
his second child. She now is serving a 7-year prison term
at the state's Corrections Center for Women in Gig Harbor.

When her former attorney and her one-time publicity agent
recently previewed the film, "The Mary Kay Letourneau
Story: All-American Girl," they agreed the tale sounded
much like the version Letourneau claims.

Attorney David Gehrke, Letourneau's former Normandy Park
neighbor who negotiated her early release after six months
in jail, is played in the movie by a ruggedly handsome
actor with good hair.

Gehrke said. "It's the first recounting that even shows
that there *is love* involved in the story."

Letourneau, who turns 38 in two weeks, could not be
reached for comment and won't be allowed to view the movie
tonight. Last November she was placed in a high-security
segregated unit for breaking prison rules by telephoning
Fualaau.

She spends 23 hours a day in isolation and her hour outside
the unit won't coincide with the showtime, said prison
spokeswoman Corrina McElfish.

There's something wrong with Letourneau being locked up in
relative isolation, according to Sonny Grosso, the ex-cop
who produced the Letourneau movie.

"Yeah, I'm hoping it will change public opinion about
Mary. She's lost everything she had in life" he says.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Current research:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Claire Morris_

'Why some paedophiles do not offend: the use of pornography
and the relevance of fantasy in child molesters'

Ph.D., Institute of Criminology, Cambridge, England.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Everybody needs love' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

I have a new pen pal. Her name is Evelyn. She's a beautiful
10 years old girl. I met her at some event. I gave her my
address and she gave me hers. I wrote to her and she answered.
So far I haven't receive any complaints from her parents
although they know I'm over twice her age. I befriended with
her big sister who is more close to my age. I hope she will
defend me if their parents would ever doubt my relationship
with Evelyn. I also hope that I will be able to meet Evelyn
face to face again soon. Anybody else here with lg pen pals?

--

'Moomin' wrote:
> 'Aladdin Truelove' proposed the
> yellow heart. It would be wonderful to have our own special
> symbol. Actually, we already have one recognized symbol -
> the words Fresh Petals.

Those are all nice ideas. I have outlined symbol that features cute
pink letter 'g' as little girls. Only trouble is that the symbol
reminds myself of Geocities logo.

--

To 'Verdi':
I wish I could help you. I have to wonder, why the mother is not
listening what her own daughter has to say about this. If the mother
would understand the daughter and had good relationship with her,
none of this would happened. But "Mum's the word", I guess. Maybe you
should try to find other hobbies and other people to be with for a
while.

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
> I thing LGs have three pinnacles of beauty. 7,11,
> and 15. 7 is beauty alone. 11 is beauty with more
> desire. 15 they are eye candy though you know they are
> getting old.

I guess that type of categorizing helps to shape feelings for girls
with different ages. Your descriptions are great.

--

Special thanks to 'Go-Pre'. Your posting on 1st January ASGL-L really
pointed out well what it is like to live as a girl lover.

--

Finally, I've been thinking.. Life is happier when you're free of
addictions. I think we should avoid being addicted to anything, not
even little girls. Well, it's hard. But if your happiness is depending
on somebody else, may be that you never become happy.

--

P.S. Where are you 'Easy Rider', 'Sihme', 'Foxxe Fire', 'Mach I',
'Braveheart'..? Miss your fine postings!

'Everybody needs love'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Steph' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

In answer to an earlier poster: yes you do have women here. I
however have decided that I don't want to post any more. I
want to meet people on the web, but in a more personal setting
to talk about our common interest. IN NO WAY is this a bash on
Ianthe's choice to have ASGL-L moderated.  I respect him for
that but I don't want to get so frustated... I do read them, I
cry a lot... you're all our sooo close, yet soo far away....
I can't figure why you are so far out of reach.

'Steph'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Spike' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

It's been a while since I last wrote... and the only reason I
am writing now is because there's a foot of snow at my door
and I can't go anywhere and I got a day off (finally!!!)
and my little sweetheart is asleep right now, so I got some
time.  First, I would like to say to everyone, that Spring
is less than 3 months away!!  Shorts, and skirts will be
back!!!

Second, let me tell you of an experience I had with Kristi...
Kristi you may or may not remember is the daughter of
the woman I am seeing.  I was babysitting Kristi and we
were just hanging out at her house while her mother
pulled a double shift one night last week.  I go into at
noon and she was due in about 11pm so it was good.  In the early
evening Kristi said that she had to take a bath because that's
the time that she sat aside to take one.  I told her that if
that's what she had to do then that's what she should do.
She kinda hesitated like she wanted to ask me something and
I could sense something right away.  I looked up to her and
she had this look on her face, like she was trying to decide
something.  I asked her she wanted to ask me something.  She
said "Yes" and I said what?  I was fully expecting her to
ask me if I could take a bath with her (or maybe that was
wishful thinking) but she didn't ask that, nor did she ask
me to wash her back but she asked me if would be alright
with me if she wore her nightgown.  I said it was ok by me,
and I asked her why... she came back and said that it was
kinda short for her that "parts" of her body might be
exposed and that she wasn't sure if she should wear it
around me or not... I told her it was fine by me, whatever
she wanted to do.  I was in total anticipation when she came
out of the bathroom as you might can tell, and I wasn't
disappointed.

What she had on was a beautiful little night-gown that you can
practically see through, and it was way to little for her.
"Parts" of her anatomy was exposed, and I was in heaven.  We
curled up on the couch and watched a movie, sharing a bowl of
popcorn while watching the movie. During the movie I put my
arm around her (which isn't uncommon) and my hand landed on
her panties (use your imagination).  My touch was warmly
accepted and she put her hand over mine.  At one point, I
stopped and she pushed my hand on her body, and I continued.

It got a little heavy there, and I just had to stop... I wish
I could control myself just a little bit more!!!  Ever since
then, we have been close, very close, and I have babysitted her
twice since then and she has wore that same nightgown both
times...

'Spike'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Bandersnatch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Moomin' wrote:

>She has just inherited an old PC running Windows 3.1. Can
>anyone recommend any good shareware games/software that
>would appeal to an 8 year old girl?

The only thing I can think of is the Kiss 'paper doll'
dressing and undressing program, available from
http://otakuworld.com/kiss/ A Windows 3.1 version of
the viewer is available (free).

--

'K' wrote:

>No-one answered. my question - is the UK more/less tolerant
>of child/nude photos like Sally Mann's.  The people in
>the USA are wacko when it comes to such things.  Wacko
>means 'crazy' in US.

I don't know quite what you mean by 'tolerant'. Both
regular and 'art photography' shops in London sell books
by Sally Mann, Jock Sturges etc. quite openly. Whether
Brits are 'tolerant' of them is a different matter. It
might depend on the circumstances in which they are
found in your possession.

   [ The enforcement of laws in relation to child nudity in
     photography ('child erotica') does seem, at least in
     relation to UK publishers, to be being slowly eroded.

     For instance, Love & Desire, from reputable publishers
     Thames and Hudson, includes a photo by Pierre Radisic,
     from his 1990 series called Heavenly Bodies (Corps
     Celestes), which is an extreme close-up of a preteen
     girls' pubic area (ISBN 0500281718).  The same book
     has several preteen boy nudes, inc. genitalia, and
     several Sally Mann photos showing a girl's pubic area.
     And no action has been taken in regard to Will McBride's
     book, _I, Will McBride_ which reprinted the 'Show Me'
     picture series in full.  Plus there was the recent
     magistrate's ruling regarding Tower Productions video
     _A Naturists' Provence, Part 2_, which established
     that such material is both produced and sold in the
     UK, and which was ruled legal.

     One wonders what would happen if someone scanned/vid-capped
     such legally published material and published it on
     a UK web site. ;)

     Plus, one can get books by Sally Mann, Jan Saudek, David
     Hamilton, Jock Sturges, etc... ]

--

To 'Daveboy':

With regard to Garry Glitter, I wonder what has happened to his considerable
fan base (not that I'm one of their number!) They can't have evaporated
overnight; I can foresee a dramatic comeback in a few years, with a future
Jack Straw saying that he must be allowed back (from Cuba of wherever he
goes), to avoid disappointing people...

   [ They're probably camping outside Alvin Stardust's house :) ]

When it comes to telling people an alternative view of paedophilia, I don't
think it's so much a matter of being 'shit scared' as not knowing what to
say. It's easy to post anonymously to Usenet, and setting up a website can't
be all that difficult provided you don't mind having to move it rather
frequently.

I must say that I haven't seen any sites that really are likely to influence
'outsiders'; mostly pedo support/resources and whinging sites. Maybe it's
necessary to pose as a sympathetic non-pedo or someone concerned by civil
rights.

And 'Rasputin's Dog', I'm not too sure about your idea of a "Manifesto of a
Pedophile". I'd be interested to hear your version, but I imagine it would
be bound to be either divisive (of us) or bland and meaningless; and
immediately rejected by society at large whatever it contains. I think we
need a much more subtle approach to society at large... I'm just not sure
what it would be.

'Bandersnatch'
------------------------------------------------------------


  [ Since people are mithering about taking a 'political stand',
    here is my editorial from the Net War issue of FP.  I hope
    this will act as a 'fire blanklet' and prevent ASGL-L turning
    into a political hot-air balloon... ]


-===Editorial===-

Winter 1999: The "NetWar" issue.

_Even under extreme provocation from the state and its
agencies, we must continue to work for change in a peaceful
manner. For any of us to do anything else would be hugely
counter-productive. Even such non-violent "netwar" actions
as hacking the House of Lords web-site, humourous though
the results may be, can only give the state the excuse to
enact ever more repressive measures against us.

So, this issue's theme (such as it is) is being used only
in order to try to pique your interest in what you can
*peacefully* do to try to change the way thing are. It is
in everyone's interest to build a conversation between
responsible paedophiles and responsible people who fear
paedophiles, to start and keep an honest exchange and
conversation going - without threats and intimidation on
either side.

This issue's theme is in reaction to both the combination
of the British state's ever-increasing attacks on us and
the everyday 'street-level' hatred, which force us to live
our lives on an increasingly narrow margin. The attacks are
themselves a sign of the breakdown of some parts of civil
society. Nevertheless we should not abandon civil society -
just look at the tireless organising of the American Civil
Liberties Union, or the global support networks that
prevent the Mexican government from attacking the
Zapatistas. These show that civil society is not dead - we
can turn the concept of "NetWar" into a term for vigourous
but *peaceable* use of the net to state a case and to
question authority. We should use our "natural"
predisposition towards non-violence and pacifism to
continue to campaign, argue, and build global support
networks. This does not mean we stick our heads in the
sand, our arses generating a lot of hot air, while we hope
the terror goes away. Knowledge must become capability.
If we really *are* as "hyper-intelligent" and "cunning" as
they claim -- which I suspect is as much of a construction
as the previous one of us as "inadequate" and
"feeble-minded" - the new one suits the needs of
'intelligence-led policing' just as the old one suited the
needs of the old psychiatric institutions -- then we need
to use that in productive and peaceful ways.

We are striving to build, maintain and shore up an identity
in the face of waves of hostility from the media and
elsewhere. We wish, ultimately, to redefine our position in
society. But why stop there ? Our interests, and the
interests of children, will not ultimately be served by
gaining a grudging tolerance of the kind that is sometimes
given to gays and lesbians. Our goal must be to change
society. And we can only have even the remotest chance of
doing that if we can touch the power of sexual identity
with the "magic wand" of love. If we allow ourselves to be
defined (as gay men were/are) purely by sexual activity
then our project is restricted from the start. A platform
of crude 1960s style "sexual liberation" would therefore
seem to be the wrong platform.

A focus on *love* rather than *sex* may also help to
prevent us from being a typical "shut off" identity, one
that sits in its little defensive bunker and never tries to
talk with people of influence, never tries to build bridges
with or learn from other minorities, and even becomes
intolerant of individual thinking within its own ranks.

_Activism to lower the age of consent - a wild goose chase ?_

There are still many who grasp at lowering "the age of
consent" as a possible tactic. In the current situation,
this seems tactically and philosophically flawed. The AOC
seems to me to be totally simplistic and even dangerous, no
matter what age it is set at. It is hard to avoid seeing
the fetishistic focus on this arcane legal dinosaur as a
device by which the state can channel and defuse some of
the tensions within its own sexual contradictions. It is
impossible to devise a fixed categorisation by age that
will be applicable across sexual identity, gender, culture,
ethnicity, or historical period (especially in light of the
way that criminal charges from 30 or even 40 years ago are
now being dredged up). The arbitrary AOC laws achieve, at
best, an abstract and superficial justice - and, at worst,
appalling injustice and suffering to all parties. Lowering
or raising the AOC by a couple of years will not change
that. As columnist Anna Blundy recently wrote in *The
Times*, the AOC should be *abolished*, not lowered. Even
NAMBLA [ the main US boy-love organisation ], despite
popular misconceptions, has never favoured lowering the
AOC.

So if the AOC's concept of *age* is not usually useful,
what of *consent* ? It has been suggested that activists
might seek to establish that consent can be used as a
defence in legal cases involving older children. Even
within the narrow legal notion of "consent", children
certainly have the ability to consent to any number of
things, and do so frequently (often making better and more
pragmatic judgements than some adults) - Priscilla
Anderson's book *Children's Consent to Surgery* (Oxford
University Press, 1994) concludes that "...beyond any
doubt, many children, even young ones, can digest
information and make decisions about themselves and their
bodies as well as most adults."

The whole issue of consent seems to be wilfully ignored by
the child abuse industry. One cannot help but wonder if
this is because they feel that this is an area where their
thinking is vulnerable. The industry goes on acting on the
assumption children's language is something quasi-alien,
needing the psuedo-scientific interpretation of specialists
and "deep therapy" in order to "know" the "true nature" of
child sexuality (about which rigorous scientific knowledge
is pitiful). But in doing so, they hark back to the
discredited feminist notion of "false consciousness" as a
justification for silencing the many children who do _not_
feel they were "victims" or "harmed" by their love with an
older person.

A new genuinely democratic morality around 'consent' would
mean that the child abuse industry would have to give up
disingenuously lumping everything from violent rape to a
pat-on-the-backside together under the catch-all label of
"sexual abuse". Instead it would seek to understand sexual
acts within the context of such things as: the degree of
love, length of relationship, the level of mutual
consideration, the presence or seriousness of coercion
(packet of sweeties or physical threats?), the extent to
which a child is encouraged to develop their horizons and
intellect, and the quantity and quality of pleasures
provided.

A new genuinely democratic morality around 'consent' would
mean that the child abuse industry would have to give up
its dubious claim to be able to "know" the nature of child
sexuality, and would have to listen to children without
assuming they (we) can (or should) know children's "true"
desires.

Such democratic morality approaches would allow an
understanding that children's ideas about consent *may
differ from our own*, albeit not usually in major ways.
This understanding would be useful on all sides.
So -- if some of us are to choose "consent" as a possible
arena in which to try to change things, then:

_1)_ possible differences between adults and children's
ideas of consent are important to take account of, both in
our arguments and our actions,

_2)_ we should also be aware that the concept of "consent"
*is* sometimes useful and can help clarify quickly what
happened in exploitative cases and to determine if coercion
was used or not. But beyond that, it has a very limited
ability to capture the nature of a sexual/love experience,
so that...

_3)_ we could usefully explore the ways in which the legal
notion of "consent" seems to imply that sexual love is a
contractual relationship, while the nature of loving sexual
expression is not a capitalist-like trade, but rather *a
mutual engagement*.

What the variation in the AOC and sex laws around the world
_do_ illustrate is that since most sex acts are variably
penalised in some countries and not in others, they are
unlikely to represent a deep-rooted human pathology. This
truism has consequences in the light of recent UK proposals
that incurable paedophiles be imprisoned without trial (see
news).

_Civil rights activism - back from the gulags_

We need civil rights activists who can question and
challenge the medical/criminal gulag system which is
currently being constructed. This might best be done
covertly from within existing civil rights organisations,
rather than as "lone voices" - here we might usefully study
the tactics of "entryism" employed in the past in the UK by
far-left and animal-rights groups. [ "entryism": A leftist
tactic whereby members of a small far-left party would sign
up, individually and over time, to membership of a union or
campaigning group, in a bid to ultimately manipulate it
into being a covert platform for their own ideas and
proposals. Cynical and underhand, but effective when
practiced by tightly structured and focussed groups. ]
More generally, the state's muddled mixing of therapeutic
and criminal sanctions seems open to various challenges
from activists, especially on the grounds that: _

1) that there may be lax commitment or evidential standards
ignoring accepted standards of guilt and responsibility,

2) judicial apparatus increasingly take as their subject
not *the crime*, but rather *the criminal* (wether he has
been found guilty yet or not)

3) when a suspect is questioned, denial of guilt may be
seen as evidence of guilt,

4) that psychiatrists retained by child protection agencies
may well be ones know to be hostile to paedophiles, may
only have had a few days of specific training, or may
provide only rough-and-ready assessments which can be
misinterpreted by badly-trained or prejudiced social
workers,

5) that in a conversation with a psychiatrist, the subject
might not have a warning about his rights, as would be the
case elsewhere,

6) that commitment procedures may not give a proper chance
for the wrongly accused to clear their name,

7) that the lengthy history of the USA's 'sexual psychopath
laws' shows that authorities are likely to incarcerate
those who are inconvenient or troublesome rather than
dangerous,

8) although supposedly voluntary, therapy is linked to
release and so compulsory in practice,

9) in some institutions
[http://www.homeoffice.gov.uk/hmipris/inspects/birming991.htm]
therapy programmes are not available, but it is a
requirement of release that the prisoner attend them - thus
trapping the prisoner in a "Catch 22" situation,

10) some (mainly USA) "therapies", such as aversion
therapy, electroshocks and chemical castration have been
shown to be of little therapeutic value and would also
class as barbaric abuses of human rights, and have been
discredited by past use against homosexuals,

11) combining therapy and imprisonment-without-trial can be
seen as a "double-punishment", and

12) people are claimed to be responsible enough to be
punished for an action they might commit, and yet civil
commitment is based on the premise that a paedophile is not
responsible, that he cannot refrain from molesting
children. There is a fundamental contradiction here._
If the situation continues to deteriorate then perhaps
there will also be a need for careful non-violent
direct-action tactics borrowed from suffragette / peace
movement / animal rights / AIDS / Earth First-style
activist movements.

Certainly there will be (is) a need to have people prepared
to be prison visitors, legal advisors, etc - although this
is no light task, some prisoners are "no angels", and some
authorities are seeking to monitor paedophile prisoners'
outside contacts. Perhaps becoming an official "prison
visitor" to *all* prisoners, but at a particular prison
where paedophiles are known to be concentrated, might lift
a visitor a little above suspicion.

_Activism against the child abuse industry - highlighting
the ridiculous_

Perhaps the child abuse industry's humourless ideological
Stalinism will ultimately undermine their own project,
without us even having to raise a finger. Or perhaps it
needs a push from a few more activists moving in a
concerted way with other interested pressure groups -
certainly there are a variety of groups which are critical
of the industry, for a variety of reasons.

The child abuse industry is open to criticism on several
fronts:

_Firstly_: the claim that they deal only in "sober
objective truth" rests on the quicksands of 'satanic abuse'
panics, emotive (sometimes fictitious) "survivor"
testimony, dubious research methodology, false allegations,
overly-wide definitions of "abuse", medieval investigative
techniques, and a whole fetid delta of financially
self-interested therapists, charities, con-artists (chasing
the lucrative compensation and insurance claims) and
divorce lawyers.

_Secondly_: they have made major compromises in order to
win the support of the evangelical Right and other moral
authoritarians around the world - shifting to emphasise
"strangers/predators" (which supports patriarchal
authority) rather than "incest/patriarchy" (which
undermines patriarchal authority) - and this has caused
huge self-destructive ideological rifts which we might
usefully exploit. The desire of feminists to shift the
focus back into the patriarchal family leads them to grasp
at the criminalisation of normal child sex-play among
children, citing the spurious theory that all sex offences
represent steps in an inexorable process of depravity -
'kisses-on-the-cheek & mild petting behind the bike sheds
at age 8 leads to sex murder at age 18'. The ludicrous and
cruel situations (and especially the demonization of boys)
which arise from this belief should be another easy target
for our activism, as should their child-blaming "vampire"
theory - that the abused grow up to become abusers.

_Thirdly:_ we can also show how evangelical child
protection movements have historically been fuelled by
anti-gay (and more widely, anti-men) sentiments, and point
to places like Australia where this continues in virulent
form today.

_Fourthly:_ the way in which their witchhunts tend to
"spread", allowing more and more general 'moral' issues to
become medicalised and institutionalised, producing
spin-off industries in which people's jobs are reliant on
keeping "the issue" at the heart of public concern, even if
that means twisting the facts
[http://www.tc.umn.edu/nlhome/g012/under006/Library/Misinterpretation.html]
and even planting media scare stories.  The vague and
almost purely anecdotal 'evidence' for 'organised child
sex tourism' is especially ripe for demolition by a
dogged researcher.

Those interested in history can also draw attention to the
absurdity of previous so-called "scientifically based"
historical panics on sex, such as those around anti
child-masturbation crusades, the herpes scare, "reefer
madness", even homosexuality, which have since disappeared
down the plughole of history. It can also be useful to
point out the many enduring aspects of our culture that
have been created by paedophiles - from Alice in Wonderland
through Peter Pan, to the Boy Scouts and even the
foundations of British welfare state.

Sympathetic journalists can usefully try to dig behind the
headlines and present the truth about "paedophiles on the
net!" scare stories. This issue's news page
has several examples which debunk previous scares. Even
those who are not journalists can copy and pass on such
corrective stories to journalists when they find them
blithely repeating the usual "urban myths" about
"paedophiles on the net!" in their newspapers.

We can also seek out and amplify squeaks (and sometimes
roars) of dissent or outrage. Hopefully this may embolden
and back-up those who otherwise might be reticent about
expressing or hinting at their real opinions.

_Activism in art and culture - creating dissent_

There is also a huge role here for artists and writers - we
have always used culture as a means of poking the ribs of
our oppressors.

There is a need for the occasional "exemplary protest
action" which - through its powerful non-violent (even
humourous) appeal - is intended to stimulate debate, "wake
people up" and put pressure on governments and
institutions. Again, here artists may have a role to play
alongside and in combination with activists.

Our swords and daggers and pistols have always been the
pen, the brush, then the camera and the typewriter. In the
1950s one of our Russian comrades even lobbed a
metaphorical home-made atom-bomb into the heart of North
America - Nabokov's *Lolita* - and we are still seeing the
fallout today.

Our oppressors are often already buckling under the weight
of the mass of contradictions they have created in their
tortuous attempts to suppress "the paedophiles" - sometimes
they need only to be provoked into raiding an art gallery
for the whole ideological edifice to shake and totter.
Attacks on art also has the advantage of making our
oppressors look like philistine prudes and bigots (which of
course, they often are), and incidentally provides us with
acres of free publicity.

_Media/net activism - making knowledge into capability_

All activism, in whatever arena, will need to be "got out
there", wether by the traditional media or the internet,
and do so in the best manner. (These two are not mutually
exclusive - increasingly the press and the net are becoming
more and more intertwined in complex and reciprocal ways).
Our media/communication skills should be fundamental
fighting tools, while our communiques and our (as yet
undeveloped, but always non-violent, always humorous)
prankster skills might also be means to create "events
worth reporting". There are opportunities here for
activists to be teach others their skills in these areas.

In the area of net privacy and encryption policy, there is
much milage to be had from suggesting that "the paedophile
panic" has been blown out of proportion in order to serve
as a smokescreen for government security agencies to pass
repressive anti-privacy laws. Because, frankly, this is
true.

So - plenty to do. But no-one has to do everything and no
one has to do something all the time - choose what you are
good at and think how it could be used to our advantage,
even if it's only done once. If each person does
*something*, that will be enough to "start the ball
rolling".

But from what *material basis* might we start to build a
wider activist project ?

_Firstly:_ we need to eat and pay the bills. Here, the new
kinds of jobs and new labour markets (especially in the
unregulated wide-open internet) mean that we no longer have
to work within a big organisation eager to regulate our
behaviour and expression of identity. We may even wish to
create small "families" of child-lovers who live and work
together, using the net. Obviously these would need to be
"clean" - the single biggest threat to such situations
seems to be our own naive willingness to keep diaries,
photos, letters, unencrypted computers, etc, which could
later be used in court against us over some trumped-up
charge. _Secondly:_ many of us are single and have no
mortgages, so we often have more free time and maybe a
little more spare cash than many do. _Thirdly:_ our natural
inclination towards networking and de centred semi-secrecy
is also useful.

Dispersed networking is not a method of organising that we
might otherwise choose, but at least we "know the terrain",
have the advantage of the internet, and perhaps we should
even cherish and develop this method of organising - proof
that it works for other radical causes will be seen on
June 18th [http://www.j18.org] of this year and in Seattle.
The networking structure of the internet reproduces almost
exactly the autonomous clandestine cells that we have been
forced to work within for the past 150 years (* with a brief
hiatus from about 1969-1979, where boy-lovers disastrously
tried out the "gay-lib mass-movement" model, and found out
quickly that formal centralised organisations are
counterproductive and their neurotic internal politics a
huge drain on people's energy. But, to be more generous,
that boy-love milieu *did* fade away with exemplary
historical productivity - leaving a legacy of ideas,
dreams, art and culture with which ideologues and would-be
censors will have to deal for generations to come)

Dispersed networking has its advantages - while the FBI
looks in vain through NAMBLA's letterbox for proof of an
organised conspiracy to overthrow decency, the actual
conspiracy (with no names, or multiple pseudonyms
criss-crossed in a libel-trap lethal to journalists), and
with no organisation (or thousands of them), flows and ebbs
through the glowing silicon wires of the net.
Certainly the environmental and feminist movements have
never had a cohesive centrally-planned strategy determined
by a central committee - and yet they have significantly
changed the world. An interesting factor in their
achievements was that they did not explicitly set out to
influence "the masses" but rather to first influence *those
who have influence*.

The decentered and subtle nature of such a movement will
make it hard to identify as it continues to come into
being. Power is quite adept at spotting orderly cadres,
banners flying, amplified speeches shouted out from
bull-horns at mass rallies, followed by conspiratorial
meetings in smoky back-rooms, etc., etc. They miss the slow
piecemeal social changes that happen almost in secrecy (as
Hakim Bey has said, 'anything that evades the idiot gaze of
publicity might as well be secret') among shifting and
dispersed networks.

Besides, that old style hard-Leftist
marches/placards/pickets/boycotts stuff is not really
suited for the new terrains we find ourselves in. It's
exciting the first time, but quickly becomes boring and
*dangerous*, predictably likely to attract both screaming
feminist 'survivors' and fascist bully-boys.

_Towards a new family_

We might even try to think of a more ambitious project than
the usual forms of activism outlined above.

As the welfare systems of nations are relentlessly battered
by the winds of the global economy, welfare bureaucracies
try to raise the spectre of "the paedophiles" to ever more
gruesome heights in order to scare open the wallets of
politicians. But why not suggest they turn away from
constructing their vastly expensive witchhunt-style systems
of mental-health eugenics - and instead recognise that
loving and well-balanced ethically informed paedophiles
could actually have a central part to play in new
egalitarian social structures, in ways that would help and
support "new families".

We might actually *support* the family - but in a new more
free, more liberated family form, one which better fits
free and active women, informed children, and loving
respectful men. Changes are already happening - an
increasing number of children are being raised in family
forms which would have been rare, perhaps unimaginable,
thirty years ago.

Families of whatever kind are facing huge strain under
global capitalism, so why shouldn't paedophiles play a part
in building and support "new families" (or even egalitarian
neo-tribal/commutarian) structures ? Being with and loving
children is what we do best, after all. We might not want
to be "daddies", but we make fantastic "uncles".
We could use the unique historical opportunity of the
shifts in family forms to emphasise that we do not wish to
see a libertine society, constituted as a supermarket of
personal sexual desire in which people are consumed - "I
want it, therefore I can have it". Instead we could suggest
being supportive of new expanded living structures. Young
people would also benefit from "the new family", being more
able to express their sexuality with far less risk of
falling "prey" to uncaring macho attitudes in a sexual
"free-for-all".

And if the panic over "the paedophile sex demon" *is*, in
large part, a veiled defence of outdated concepts of male
identity, then such a "new families" project might also
help to defuse some of these defensive tensions.

Of course, the burnt-out shell of the compound at Waco
should alert us to the dangers of such a project becoming
little more than a few paranoid communes, insular and cut
off from society. But mistakes are to be learned from.
Something has to change. Anything would be better than the
current witch-hunt, which damages not only us and children,
but also the legal process, freedom of speech, wider social
structures and even the inquisitors themselves. Children
are being badly damaged by current medical and legal
over-responses, and the parental paranoias these provoke.
The reactions far exceed the significance of an event - and
usually exceed an event in dangerous ways. Some intelligent
people in the child abuse industry are aware of this, but
dare not voice their doubts. They tentatively suggest
tinkering with the system - but in the current climate this
is likely to be largely symbolic and will solve little - it
may even be counterproductive.

Rather than pervert the criminal justice process even
further in order to scrape a few more unsafe convictions
from the bottom of the barrel, the authorities might serve
children in exploitative relationships better by some kind
of non-judicial mediation and reconciliation service, which
could be tiered according to level of intellect and
capability, and seriousness. The tiny minority of violent
attacks would of course be left to the courts, as they are
now and always have been. Older children and their partners
in non-coercive consenting relationships would be left
alone provided there were no complaint, as has happened for
decades in The Netherlands, in Spain, and to an extent in
Japan.

"If winter comes, can spring be far behind?" wrote Shelley.
Let's prepare the ground for a new spring.

--

"NetWar" theme: selected links to full-text online
reading:

+ Saul Alinksy's classic Rules For Radicals
[http://www-personal.usyd.edu.au/~sfraser/cat/a4a/saul.html],
from the book Rules For Radicals
[http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/isbn%3D0679721134/troncoA
/002-5802234-3976648]

See also the new _The Future is Ours: A Handbook for Student
Activists in the 21st Century [http://cnt.org/tnw/21/213BOOK.HTM],
which is a 90s updating of Alinsky.

Direct Action Organising
[http://www.geocities.com/CapitolHill/Lobby/1147/manual_action.html]

Pat Califa's 42 things
[http://www.contrib.andrew.cmu.edu/~nifty/califia.html]

An analysis of the need for 90s-style strategies for civil
disobedience
[http://black.cat.org.au/hot-stuff/Electronic_Civil_Disobedience
_-_Critical_Art_Ensemble.html]

"Durh!? What's 'civil disobedience?'"
Answer: [http://www.actupny.org/YELL/zine/civildis.html] )

On Electronic Civil Disobedience
[http://www.nyu.edu/projects/wray/oecd.html]

Non-Violent Action Handbook
[http://www.san.beck.org/NAH1-Nonviolence.html]

Media Hex [http://www.t0.or.at/hakimbey/hex.htm] by Hakim
Bey.

PolitProp
[http://www.mcad.edu/classrooms/POLITPROP/palace/central/objectives.html]
educate yourself in the art of propaganda!

+ More at Yahoo's Activism Resources page
[http://www.yahoo.com/Government/Politics/Activism_Resources/]

+ And don't forget Rule Number 1 for the armchair activist:
when writing to the press or radio on this topic _never_
give a real name and address. If they require one, make up
a plausible sounding one or use an address which use to
exist but has since been demolished, an empty property,
etc. It would be advisable not to try an "all out" approach
in a letter ("I'm a out-and-out raving paedophile and I'm
OK!) but instead to attach your comments to a specific case
or issue recently raised, and to raise precise doubts about
how it was handled or viewed. Present some unsettling facts
(eg, "one third of all so-called sex offenders are under 18
- isn't it dangerous to punish normal teen exploration like
it was adult 'sex crime'? I remember when I was a teen...",
etc.) and let the reader make up their own mind.

------------------------------------------------------------




'Stephen'
------------------------------------------------------------

Hello Everyone

Recently both Aladdin Truelove and Daveboy have written saying that they
'walk with a stoop'.  Now it's my turn:  I walk with a stoop too : (  This
is getting scary!  Perhaps it's because society forces us to have such a
low self-image,  we feel can not walk tall and proud (just speaking for
myself here).

--

I agree with those here who have said we need to do something to improve
our lot as pedos like the gays and civil rights reformers did.  I think if
we could have a mass protest over something that would be effective.
Recently in the news clippings from Ianthe I read that the majority of sex
offenders in Britain have refused to register with the police,  which I
understand they are supposed to do under a new law.  It is something like
that that I am talking about.  But what we could do in a way that is
specific for peds I don't know.  It will happen one day, though.  The
Stonewall riots in New York, which started the gay rights movement,
happened because gaymen decided they 'wouldn't take it anymore'.

--

Just one more thing I have been pondering:  if a poll could be taken of
society would there be more GLs than BLs?  I wonder?  Since homosexuality
is a minority,  I would think GLs would be more numerous.  From the 'net
however, I get the impression that the Boylove culture is much stronger.
Any thoughts on this?

--

What I like most about ASGL is reading about others experiences with LGs.
Please keep them coming.  'Desire' where are you??

All the best to everyone,

'Stephen'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Brian' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Hello again all, I'm back on the list with all you fellow
LGL's after an enforced absence. There's a long story behind
it I won't bore you with.

--

'Verdi' wrote:
>A few months ago, I was doing a stage show with a cast of
>mostly children. I have always been able to avoid having
>a crush on one with the idea of "none of them would want
>me", so I never stopped to plan what to do if one of them
>did.

Neither did I, till I met 12 y.o  A. at a country dance
when I was 18. She was my first love of any sort, and I'll
never forget her.

Just a few days ago I was wallowing in 'single' mode and
seriously doubting I'd ever have another girlfriend after
years alone, when a 13 y.o LG by the name of  R. suddenly
attached herself to me out of the blue! She's the reason
I've de-lurked here.

>I was astonished.  I remembered my Education studies
>back in College where I was told no 12 year old could
>possibly understand most of the things we discussed.
>Imagine my surprise later when I found out she had only
>just turned 10.

Heh. It's amazing how its the people you'd think would
know better who consistently underestimate LG's.  A. was
just the same, she easily held an adult-level conversation
without any problem. I'm sure its the fact we treat them
as our equals that gets them interested in us a lot of
the time.

>It wasn't until immediately after the show ended, though,
>that I sent her an e-mail telling her that I did
>reciprocate her feelings.  She never read it.

>Her mother, on the other hand, did.  She went into the
>girl's mailbox and was reading her mail.  She grounded
>her daughter for 6 months and filed a police report
>against me.  She then e-mailed me telling me how she had
>filed the report and that I was never to speak to her
>daughter again because I had ruined her daughter's life

Oh, really? I'm SURE that grounding her for 6 months for
just talking to someone will just totally convince her
who's the evil one!

A.'s parents, and her mother in particular, barely
tolerated us talking in their presence for hours, and to
cut a long story short, the moment she was alone with
them again she was outright forbidden to talk to me
again. I tried to talk further, but she told me what
had transpired and I could see the murderous gaze
directed our way from her mother, and left it at
that for her sake. I wasn't concerned for myself.

>I received that e-mail 3 months ago.  She (the mother)
>has also told every parent in that town about the
>incident, and all the parents have vowed a boycott on
>the theatrical company because of me.  I have decided
>to never work there again in hopes of lifting that
>boycott.

That's just typical! These people never say anything
to your face, they tell everyone else, do their
damndest to shut down a company, stop everyone else's
fun, all that over something so minor.

>However, I don't know what charges were made, or
>exactly what the mother is saying about me.  I also
>don't know how to get over this incident either.
>Can anyone help?

I don't know if it'll help, but it does get easier
over time. Some years ago I made the mistake of telling
a friend of my girl-loving 'predeliction'. From that
moment he assumed only the absolute, utter, worst in
me and absolutely everything I said and did, and we
shortly broke off all contact. The backs deliberately
turned upon you by certain people still sting, but
they sooner or later drift away. I wouldn't try asking
what's being said, it won't help, and nothing you can
say or do will change their small made-up minds.
After 3 months you can be fairly certain the
authorities haven't taken the 'allegation' too
seriously. It's probably a fair bet your internet
usage is being monitored though.

--

'Moomin' wrote:
>The only person I ever got into trouble with for
>watching little girls was my wife! We were in a
>supermarket and I was observing this lively little
>5/6 year old charm-ette playing among the green
>oranges (how apt!), directly between my wife and
>I. I never noticed my wife in the distance, so
>as the lg bounced off, my eyes followed her. "I
>thought you were looking at ME," my wife later
>exclaimed, "but really you were looking at that,
>THAT GIRL ....!"

>A grade 1 embarrassment which I'll never forget. :-o

Nobody except my girlfriend at the time noticed me
discreetly admiring two 10 year old lovelies at a
flower shop one day, and she came up to me with a
confused look and went "What are you doing looking
at those two little girls?"

Yeeouch....!!!

That'll teach me to be more careful in future.
Women never forget to watch mens' 'roving eye',
that's the lesson I learned the hard way.

>One the whole though, I suspect most people are
>too wound up with their own problems to notice you
>discreetly giving their pretty little, pouting,
>pony-tailed, panty-flashing angel "the eye."

Yeah, everyone except your significant other. :-)

--

'Daveboy' wrote:

>I'm not saying we should all 'rise up and take to the
>streets to-night' but we really MUST address this
>terrible view that the outside world has of us.
>What's the population of the world?... How many per
>thousand of the population are GLs?... now imagine
>ALL those people coming together in one place!!...
>there wouldn't be enough police OR public to give us
>any aggro!!... O.K... I Jest... but...

50 per thousand easily I reckon!

What gets to me is that it seems to be the Homosexuals,
who you'd think would be the most tolerant toward
others because of their own experiences, who seem
to hate us the most. One of my best friends is an
outgoing Gay guy, he knows of my interest in LG's and
doesn't personally mind since he knows they're
perfectly safe with me, but keeps telling me to keep
it quiet when around his friends even though I'm NOT
the talkative type.

--

'Aladdin Truelove' wrote:
>>The other question is the fact that I walk with a
>>stoop. Is this a common thing for gl and bl's? I
>>don't know why, but somehow I am guessing that there
>>is a connection. Perhaps because we "look down" a lot!

>Yep, I TOO walk with a stoop!... god!.. don't let this get
>out.. everyone who walks like this will get 'butchered'!!

So do I!

>Another trait I have is a 'non interest' in football [soccer],
>that may be because all the school bullies WERE, and that was
>just my (and others) way of refusing to 'follow the crowd'...

Same here! Solitary sports and activities were my way of
getting away from the self-declared in-crowd. I HATE Rugby
and Soccer, and took up Running instead. I became one of the
best at long distance running.

'Brian'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone! :)

I've missed all of you wonderful people!  :) I have been
unable to read ASGL-L these last few months.  Now I'm trying
to catch up on what I've missed!

I'm not doing too badly in my life these day.  I'm keeping
myself busy.

I'm in a new living situation in which I share a living area
with a mother and her little girl.  :) The little girl and I
are good friends, as I'm sure you all could have guessed.
Of course I have to stay within the boundaries set by her
parents and by "popular culture".  It's a shame though
because she is very open and I believe that she would be a
very willing participant in love-making, if only that were
possible.

I made a new friend recently.  I haven't told her I'm a ped
yet, but I might one of these days.  When I was at her
house, lying on the floor of her room was an orange-colored
"zine" (underground magazine) and on the back cover were two
pictures of two nude children touching each other.  In one
picture a young boy was touching a young girl's nipple.  In
another it looked like the girl was holding the boy's penis.
(It's censored.)  Also in bold type it said, "THIS IS NOT
OBSCENE.  THIS IS BEAUTIFUL."  (I think I wrote in about
this last month.)  Anyway, on the inside of the back cover
it says,

"To adventure erotically with children is inseparable from
loving oneself & loving life.  I long for the juncture where
the child is no longer the object of knowledge but the
subject of loving passion.  You need not doubt that it will
spread in defiance of your laws, garbage which has never
conceived of anything but infanticide."

Cool huh?  So I flipped through it some more and found an
"article" that was about a ten-year-old girl sneaking
outside at night to masturbate in her front yard while cars
drove by.  (!)  Inside the magazine there is a lengthy
article about sex and love oppression etc, and here is a
quote from that,

"There is no real separation of church & state until nudity,
sex, ero-play & masturbation are unmolested activities for all
ages."

The magazine is called:

_"Squirts!  A Children's Journal of Flows"_.

I got my own copy at an 'underground' bookstore last month.
Let me know if anyone wants the address of the publisher.

--

Here is an article that was found in another one of her
books written by a California-imprisoned pedophile:

_MAYBE LOVE AFTER OUR DOOM?_

by Louis Anthony Colantuono

I rededicated my life to David the Bubble Boy after he died.
The boy who lived twelve years in assorted bubbles, without
ever knowing what it felt like to be kissed or touched skin
to skin by any other human being including his mother.  I
always wished they could have found a cure for David, so
David could finally have known a more normal childhood.  But
they couldn't, our researchers and our leaders are better
and faster at developing methods of destruction because it's
easier than developing medicines that save people pain,
misery and suffering.  They can do this because they spend
countless billions and trillions on war preparations but
only fractions of millions on peoples' health and welfare.

David was a smart and very brave boy, he was a boy who
should have finally been granted his simple wishes of
walking on the grass barefoot and his other wish (ungranted)
to eat a hamburger.

David and I had a lot in common with each other.  All either
of us ever really wanted was the pleasures of life with the
freedom to touch others to let them know we also love
them...

Where is love and where are the lovers in American society?
Our society that preaches that all men should love others,
but has too many restrictive laws against the practice of
anyone loving others honestly.  There are men in prisons
doing more time for kissing a child, than other men do for
murdering children!  To hug or kiss a child in our society
according to our anti-sexual society is worse then murder
because these people claim we murder their souls by loving
them.

What about our souls?  Our whole inner being that bums with
loneliness, suffers from isolation and suffers further
degradation because we are known as child molesters for
Honestly Loving Our Young!

They won't talk about the damage they are doing to our young
or the effect their hate teachings has on the lives and the
thoughts of our children.  With almost every one else's
heart filled with hate and intolerance for others, my own
inner vision cries out, screams out and yells out for others
to learn how to tolerate and to love!!!

Who are they to approve of bombing, degrading or depriving
anyone from one single seconds worth of happiness???  But
yet our society does this to all of the people under a false
guise of morality that they say justifies their immorality.

Men who love youths endeavour to give these youths
love-filled happy lives, by showing these youths our true
concern for them by their happiness, because these youths
were brave enough to accept our love to guide them.  We do
not teach out young friends hate or intolerance, nor do we
want them in the military where they can learn how to hate,
kill or hurt others or be hurt by others in return.  Because
of our love for our children and with out children, we hope
that our children grow up into being our world's future
lovers and hate will have to disappear from the earth
forever.

--

This complete article and more can be found at Child-Love
Freedom Society: http://www.fpc.net/pages/ifs/

'Flickorna'
----------------------------------------------------------------




'Pompel' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Yuri' wrote:
>"Show Me" has been banned in some states, but not others, and is actually
>listed on Amazon.com (as an out-of-print book, so they will sell it to you
>if they can find a copy (which they haven't been able to in a year)).  It is
>legal in Canada (though no one has challenged it under the current Child
>Porn law), and there are about 4 or 5 copies in libraries nation wide.  It
>is not listed on either Amazon.co.uk or Amazon.de, however.  Does anyone
>know if one might legally obtain a copy of _Show Me_ in Europe?  If anyone
>comes across one, please let me know.  Thanks.

It is legal in most of Europe I think. In fact, I used to own
a copy of it, but I threw it away!! It was during a period
where I went through denial and fear of the police knocking
at my door. (That wasn't the only thing I through away I
might add...)  I happen to know that a reprint was published
in Germany a couple (?) of years ago, that included some
new photos.

I purchased my copy in a  regular bookstore, so I guess that
some store should still have it stacked away somewhere. I'm
on the lookout for it again, so if I find it, I'll let you
know :)

'Pompel'
----------------------------------------------------------------




'Ar' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

hello

I have been lurking (there has to be a better word) on this list
for a good six months or so, and wondering if perhaps I might be
able to contribute.

To introduce myself, and to make a long story short, I had best
just direct anyone interested to the child-love freedom society
web site - www.fpc.net/pages/ifs - they have been kind enough to
post most of my ravings.

A brief history of kid/adult sex/love, according to my reading:

  - many millennia throughout which such was not an issue.

  - a couple of centuries during which society (middle and
    western at least) tried to stomp out the idea that kids
    should be allowed, or even could have had, sexuality.

  - less than fifty years during which society has learned
    to admit that this was a mistake, and is now trying to
    fix the damage done.

  - we are now back where we started, with only one real
    exception - sex used to be something kids learned, by
    experience, from grownups.  Today it is not.

My perspective, as an adult male who learned everything he
knows about sex, starting at around age nine, from grownups,
is that society really blew it.

My suggestion, as an adult male whose primary romantic and
(admittedly) sexual feelings are for little girls of around
the same age I started, is that we:

1. quit talking about what we want.
2. consider our own childhood experiences.
3. start talking about what kids want.

Personally, as a politically (if not otherwise) active
paedophile, I get a little steamed at the majority of my
(shall we say) social class, because everyone seems to be
all about what they want and should be allowed to have.

Sorry, my friends, but when you go talking like that you
are not the kind of grownup I would have chosen to share
with, back when I was a kid.

If we are real we should be about what kids want, and may
perhaps need, and what they should be allowed to choose,
if and when they wish.

Not what we want, ok?

toward delight,

'Ar'
----------------------------------------------------------



'Heather' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Mark of the Christian Boylove Forum asked me to pass
on this notice which he posted at that forum; he said
that he would gladly welcome contributions from girl-lovers
and non-child-lovers. He adds, "If there's someone there
who's interested in working with me to make it a BL/GL
publication, then I'd have to take some time to rethink
(and rewrite) things."

'Heather'

--

With the backing of CBF, I am starting what could be an exciting project
for all of us:  a new print & web publication I have chosen to call
"Paraklesis."  It will have a very professional look as I will be using
Pagemaker to put it together.  I would be grateful to anyone who would
be willing to submit articles for this publication.  The following,
which will appear on the front page of the first issue, explains it in
more detail:

"Paraklesis" is the ancient Greek word for "encouragement."  Having been
derived from "kaleo," which means "to summon," and "para", which means
"along side," the word has also been translated as comfort, cheer,
rejoicing, and exhortation.  These are all things that we hope this new
publication will provide for Christian boylovers.  We need to walk along
side and encourage each other in our spiritual and emotional
journeys--to seek the will of God in our lives, to accept ourselves as
among God's beloved people, to discern how best to promote the
well-being of the boys whose lives we touch, and to be role-models to
one another.

We know that various sites on the web already accomplish some of these
purposes, but not in one place, and not from a uniquely Christian
perspective.  In addition, there is something different about having
such a publication in print.  It is a sort of "coming out" for
us -- coming out of cyberspace into the "real world" of the print media.

We need submissions from both boylovers and non-boylovers.  We welcome
participation by pastors, therapists, researchers, and anyone else who
wishes to support boylovers in their efforts to live responsibly.  This
brings us to the secondary purpose of Paraklesis:  to promote dialog,
understanding, and trust between boylovers and non-boylovers.

In the northwestern U.S., a unique coalition of community groups who
were former adversaries was recently formed.  Called The Applegate
Partnership, the organization has as its motto "Practice trust, them is
us."  Members acknowledge the need to overcome barriers caused by the
use of "we" and "they" language.  No one knows how many boylovers there
are out there, but we know that most live and work among people who
would never dream that their close friends and colleagues are
boylovers.  For non-boylovers, in a very real way, "them is us."

Our vision is that boylovers will one day not have to hide--that we will
be able to openly discuss our concerns, difficulties, and joys with each
other and with pastors and mental health professionals; that we will
develop a shared ethical and moral framework; that boylovers and
non-boylovers will learn from each other and break down barriers of
hostility and suspicion, and that we will be accepted by and integrated
into society.  We hope this process can begin with the publication of
Paraklesis.  We are excited about the possibilities!

We don't know how successful this endeavor will be.  We can't predict
how many people will subscribe, or how many submissions we'll get.  Your
help can make a big difference.  Please spread the word to all the
boylovers and their supporters you know, as well as anyone who would be
open to learning.  Give them a copy of Paraklesis and ask them if they
would be interested in submitting something.  We'd like to make this a
bi-monthly publication if possible.

There will not be much of a regular staff for this publication, so we
rely on you, our readers.  Submissions can be sent by anonymous email if
you wish.  We are looking for the following types of items:

- Bible study/inspirational articles of interest to boylovers
- Discussion of ethical issues related to boylove and its place in
   society
- Discussion of current scientific knowledge regarding sexuality and
   orientation, especially as it pertains to boylove
- Advice to those in man-boy relationships to insure that they are
   healthy
- Reviews of books relevant to boylove
- Personal stories of coming out, spiritual growth, emotional health, or
   relationships with boys
- Personal stories of boylovers' friends, family members, or supporters
- Stories of reconciliation and development of trust between boylovers
   and non-boylovers
- News of interest to boylovers
- Creative writing such as poetry
- Descriptions of resources for boylovers
- Letters to the editor

Please remember that all submissions should be written in a spirit of
Christian love, should support and encourage boylovers, propose ethical
guidance, constructively critique views, and/or seek an understanding of
boylove and issues surrounding it.  Send all submissions, or requests
for more information, to mark2402@nym.alias.net.

A subscription to Paraklesis will be free, and distribution will be done
by first class mail through boylovers and their supporters who trust
each other enough to exchange snail-mail addresses.

For those who haven't yet reached that point, a web version will be
available at <URL to be announced, hosted by CBF>.  We hope you will
participate as you are able!

Mark Distefano, editor of "Paraklesis"

--

forwarded by 'Heather'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




ends

